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A. 


BERCOMBIE* Gen., nto- 
tion by the Earl of Carlifle for 
a vote of thanks to him for his 
fenrices in the Eaft Indies^ 23 
AbiAgdonj Earl of^ fpeaks and 
moves that the farther confi- 
deration of the queflion for the 
abolition of the flave trade be 
^flponed for five months, 153, 
J 60— -withdraws his motion j 
163— —moves for poftponing 
the trial of Governor Haftings, 

Alien bill adverted to by Lord 
Grenvillcj 24 — debate con- 
cerning it, 25, 37*42*45^65 
—brought back by the Attor- 
ney General from the Com- 
mons, 64 — receives the royal 
alien t, 65 

Amendments- — ^in a motion from 
the Marquis of Lanfdowne for 
leaving out two paragraphs in 
the addrefs, propofcd by the 
Earl of Hardwicke, to the King, 
2 1— in another from Earl Stan- 
hope, to recommend to His 
Majefty to exert all the means 
becoming the dignity of his 
Crown to avert the calamities 
of war from this country, 7 8 — 
in a motion from the Earl of 
Lauderdale to aiTure His Ma« 


jefty that no neccflai'y exertion* 
(Iiall be wanting to induce 
France to confent to terms of 
pacififcation, 1 23 — propofed by 
the Earl of (juildford in a 
claufe of the Traitorous Cor- 
refpondcnce bill, 174, 182— 
another by the Earl of Lau- 
derdale, I ^6i 1 79 — another by 
Earl Stanhope, 177— anothei* 
by the Earl of Mansfield, i^/V*. 
— in a motion from Earl Stan- 
hope for leaving out words in a 
motion for receiving the report 
of the Committee of Privileges^ 
216 — and in another for the 
purpofe of infcrting words re- 
fpeding the recommitment of* 
the Debtor and Creditor bill, 
237 — by the Earl of Guild- 
ford, for the purpofe of infert- 
ing certain words in a claufe of 
the bill for regulating the go- 
vernment and trade of India, 
243, 245 — • by the Earl of 
Mansfield, in order to add ccr^ 
tain words to a refolution of 
the Committee of Privileges, 
247— by Lord Grenville, inl 
conlequence of a motion from 
the Earl of Abingdon, 250— 
from the fame, to leave out 
certain words in the motion 
from Lord Grenville relaoT 
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to the conduft of Lord Auck- 
land, 269— -from Earl Stan- 
hope, upon the preceding a- 

mendment, 280 from the 

fame, on the motion from the 
Lord Chancellor for referring 
to the confideration of the 
Judges the Debtor and Credi- 
tor a6t, 282 

Affents, royal, given to certain 
bills, 65, 1969 210, 211 

Aflignats (French), bill to pre- 
vent their circulation read, 64 

Auckland, Lord, his declarations 
prefented, 96 — takes his feat as 
a newly-created peer of Great 
Britain, 252 — feconds the mo- 
tion of Earl Stanhope for pa- 
pers leading to an inquiry con- 
cerning his condu6t, 255 — his 
letter to the Greffier of the 
States General, 257 — his me- 
morial to the States General, 
259 

B. 

Bath, the Baronefs of, produ6tion> 

of her patent, 133 
Bath, Marquis of, production of 

his patent, 133 
Bill to authorife' the Corporation 

of Liverpool to ifllie negocia- 

ble notes receives the royal af- 

fent, 210 
Bridge bill receives the royal af- 

fent, 210 
Burke, Mr., begins a reply to 

Governor Haftings, i30^his 

cbfervations concerning his 

trial, 233 

C. 

Caithnefs, Earl of, his right to 
jthe title how determined, 1 30 
-^his right to vote fuftained. 

Canal bill receives the royal af- 

fent, 2 1 o 
Canal (propofed) from Briftol to 

Bath, petitions refpcdting it 

froni corporate bodies in Wor- 

cefter, 142 
Carlifle, Earl of, moves for a 


. vote of thanks to Marquis 
Cornwallis, the Generals Mea- 
dows and Abercrombie, and 
the officers and fvibalterns, 23 
CailcKicala, Prince de, his note 
delivered to Lord Grenvillcy 
256 
Caftleftewart, Lord, fails in ma- 
king out his right to the title 
of Lord Ochiltree, 1 73 
Cathcart, Lord, moves for the 
fecond reading of the Liver- 
pool Note bill, 20 J 
Chauvelin, Monf. papers between- 
him and Lord Grenville pre- 
fented, 65 
Clarence, Duke of, profefles his 
attachment to the King and 
the Conftitution, and his ap- 
probation of the war, 16— 
prefents petitions from the 
Weft-India planters and fliip- 
owners of Liverpool on the 
flave trade, 141 — moves ta 
poftpone the confideration of 
the fubjcdt, iiiJ. — moves to re- 
fcind a motion from the Bifliop 
of St. David's, 181— declares 
againft the war, 272 
Commercial Credit bili difculTed, 

206, 210 
Conventions^ copies of them pre- 
fented by Lord Grenville to 
the Houl'e, 260 

Converfations refpeSing the 

motion of the Marquis of 
Lanfdownefor an amendment 
to the motion of the Earl of 
Hardwicke for an addrefs ta 
the King, by leaving out two 
paragraphs, 21 — during the 
progrefs of the Alien bill m 
the Committee, 44 — refpecitmg 
the bill prefented by Lord 
Rawdon for the relief of infol- 
vent debtors, 130, 237 — rc- 
fpedling the petitions from cor- 
porate bodies in Worcefter on ' 
the fubje6t of the propo(ed ca- 
nal from Briftol to Bath, 142 
— refpe6ting the Commercial 
Credit bill, 210 — refpcdting 
an addrefs to His Majelty, ex- 
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^feflive of the thanks of the 
Houfe for his gracious inten- 
tions rcfprfting the contina- 
ance of a penlion in the titular 
branch of the Rodney family, 
238 

Corn, the bill relative to its ex- 
portation receives the royal af- 
fent, 65 

Cornwallis, Marquis of, itK)tion 
by the Earl of Carltfle for a 
i^ote of thanks to him for his . 
fervices in the £afl Indies, 23 j^ 

D. 

Daer, Lord, invefligation of the 
caufc between him and cer- 
tain freeholders of Kirkcud- 
bright, 145 

Dallas, Mr., pleads, as counfel 
for the petitioners, againft the 
Debtor and Creditor bill, 234 

Debate*— '©» the motion from the 
£arl of Hardwicke for an ad- 
drefs of thanks to the King for 
his fpeech at the commence- 
ment of the fclTion, i — on the 
motion from Lord Grenville 
for the order of the day for the 
fecond reading of the bill for* 
cftablifhing regulations refpedt- 
ing aliens arriving in this king- 
dom, or refldent therein, in 
certain cafes, 25, 37, 42, 45 — 
on the motion of Lord Gren- 
ville to addrefs the King, and 
aflure him of the zeal of the 
Houfe to co-operate with him 
in the profecution of the war, 
7 5 — on the motion from Lord 
Grenville that the meflage 
from His Majefly be taken 
into coniideraiion, g4— on the 
motion from the Earl of Lau- 
derdale for the orders of the 
Privy Council for prohibiting 
the exportation of foreign corn 
to France, 95 — refpcding the 
declarations of Lord Auckland, 
96 — concerning the fimilar ap- 
pellations of the titles conferred 
upon the Marquis and the Ba- 
ronefs of Bath, 133— on the 


motion from the £art of Rad- 
nor to recall and annul the title 
of Baronefs of Bath, 137 — on 
the motion of Earl Stanhope 
to reverfe the decree of the 
Court of Seilion of Scotland, 
in the cafe of Lord Daer and 
certain freeholders of Kirkcud- 
bright, ^143 — concerning the 
Debtors bill, 145, 201, 222, 
233 — on the motion of the 
Earl of Abingdon for poflpo- 
ning the farther confideration 
of the queflion for the aboli- 
tion of the (lave trade for dvc 
months, 1 53— on the Traito- 
rous Correfpondence bill, 163, 
174, 181, 183, 185 — on the 
(lave trade, i8o— refpecling the 
Dudley Canal bill, 196—011 
the motion from the Earl of 
Lauderdale that a petition of 
appeal from a judgement of a 
Court of Jufticiary in Scotland 
ftiould be referred to the confi- 
deration of a Committee, 197, 
1 99 — on the motion from Lord 
Grenville that the Commercial 
Credit bill be read a fecond 
time, 206 — on the motion 
from the Earl of Kinnoul that 
the votes tendered at the lafl 
eledion of Peers of Scotland, 
by the Duke of Queenfberry 
and the Earl of Abercorn, can- 
not be counted, 211 — refpe6t- 
ing the Scotch Catholic bill, 
220 — concerning the right of 
certain Britifli Peers to vote at 
the election of Peers for Scot- 
land, 226 — on the motion from 
the Earl of Mansfield that their 
votes ought not to be counted, 
227 — on the fecond reading of 
the bill for regulating the go- 
vernment atid the trade of In- 
dia, 239, 242 — on the report 
of the Committee of Privileged, 
247 — concerning the memorial 
prefented by Lord Auckland 
to the United Provinces, 252, 
254, 2^9, 261 — on the motion 
from Earl Stanhope, that the 
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ttoufe arc of opinicin that the 
, intention of the declaration by 
Lord Auckland was to induce 
the States General to put cer- 
tain French prifoners to death, 
267 — on the motion of the 
Lord Chancellor for referring 
to the confideration of the 
Judges the Debtor and Credi- 
tor biUi 281 — on the motion 
from Earl Stanhope for print- 
ing certain treaties with diffe- 
rent foreign powers, 282 ^* 

Debtor and Creditor bill read, 
64— debate concerning it, 145 

Divifions — on the motion from 
Lord Radnor for a Committee 
to report Whether the fame 
fpecific title can be conferred 
on any perfon during the fub- 
fidence of the limitations of a 
former grant to another per- 
fon, 134— on the Traitorous 
Corrcfpondcnce bill, 196— K>n 
the Dudley Canal bill, 197— 
refpedling a previous queftion 
on a motion from the £arl of 
Kinnoul, 215, 216 — on the 
motion of Earl Stanhope for 
an amendment to a motion for 
receiving ' the report of the 
Committee of Privileges, 216 
—on the debate concerning the 
right of certain Britifh Peers 
to vote at the election of Peers 
for Scotland, 226 — on the mo- 
tion from the Earl of Manf- 
iicld that the votes of the Duke 
of Queenlberry and the Earl 
of Abercorn (liould not be 
counted, 229 — on a queflion 
refpedting the Debtor and Cre- 
ditor bill, 237— -on an amend- 
ment- from Lord Grenville re- 
fpe6ting the poftponing of the 
trial of Governor Haftings, 
2^2 — on the motion of the 
Earl of Lauderdale to addrefs 
the King to iflue his proclama- 
tion for the elcftion of a Peer 
of Scotland, in the room of 
the Earl of Mansfield, 26 1—— 
on the debate concerning the 
motion from Earl Stanhope for 


• i 


the prmtmg of ccrtiam trcatictf^ 
283 

Dorfct, Duke of, acquaints the 
Houfe that the King had re- 
ceived their addrefs, 93 

D\id\€y Canal bill, debate con- 
cerning it, 196 

Dumblain, Vifcount, opinion of 
the Judges as to the fufficiency 
of the writ certifying his ap- 
pearance in the Court of Chan- 
eery, and his fubfcriptioii to an 
oath and declaration, 93 

E, 

Emigrants, French, motion by 
the Marquis of Lanfdowne to 
befeech the King to manifell 
his compallion for their fitua- 
tion, 30 

F. 
Fox, Mr., his obfefvations con- 
cerning the trial of Mr. Haf- 
tings, 233 

G. 

Grenville, Lord, moves that the 
Houfe do refume the trial of 
Mr. Haftings on the firft Tuef* 
day in February, 24 — adverts 
to the intended Alien bill, /^/V* 
—moves for the order of the 
dsLy>ior the fecond reading of 
the bill for eftablifliing regula- 
tions refpefting aliens arriving 
in this kingdom, or refident 
therein, in certain cafes, 25— 
moves for the order of the day, 
66 — lays before the Houfe a 
meflage from His Majcfty, and 
moves that it be taken into 
confideradon, 93, 94 — prefcnts 
the declarations of Lord Auck- 
land, 96 — moves for the ap- 
pointment of a Committee of 
the whole Houfe for inveftiga- 
ting the merits of the Scotch 
elections, 126 — delivers a mef- 
fage from HisMajefty concern- 
ing the employment and pay 
of eledbral troops, 132 — moves 
for the confidtration of the 
meflage, /j/i/.«— and for an ad< 
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drefs of thanks to the King 
for this communication, 13.'?-^ 
brings a meflage from His Ma- 
jefty relative to the fupport of 
the w^r and the extraordinary 
cxpences of the year, 151— 
moves an addrefs in confer 
quence, ihul. — moves that the 
Commercial Credit bill be read 
a fecond time, 206 — moves a 
previous queftion on a motion 
of the Earl of Kinnoul, 213 — 
moves for an addrefs to the 
King expreflive of the thanks 
of the Houfe for his gracious 
intention refpe6ting the Rod- 
ney penfion, 237 — moves that 
the bill for regulating the go- . 
vernment and trade of India 
be read a fecond time, 240 — 
moves for the appointment of 
^ Committee to examine and 
count the votes given for cer- 
tain Scotch Peers, 248 — pre- 
fents to the Houfe feveral ftate 

Sapers, 256 — his note to the 
linifters of the Emperor and 
the King of Naples, ihid.—^ 
prefents copies of conventions 
^nd treaties between Great Bri- 
tain and Ruflia, and Sardinia, 
and the Prince of Hefl'e CafTel, 
260 — moves an amendment to 
the motion of Earl Stanhope 
refpe6ting,the condu<5t of Lord 
Auckland, 269 

(ruildford, Earl of, propofes an 
amendment in the clauie of the 
Traitorous - Correfpondencc 

bill, 174, 182 moves the 

previous queftion on a motion 
jrom Earl Stanhope, refpccEling 
the condudt of Lord Aucklandj, 
271 

H. 

Hardwi^ke, Earl of, fpeaks, and 
moves an addrefs to the King, 
at the opening of the fefCon, 

HaftingSy Governor, a motion 
for the refumption of his trial, 
34 — addrefles the Court, 129 
—prefents a petition, through 
Jiord Walfingham, 184-— ad- 


drelFes thft Court a fecond timey 
229 

Hawkefbury, Lord, moves the 
order of the day for the third 
reading of the bill for eftablifli- 
ing certain regulations concern- 
ing aliens, 45 

HefTc Caffcl, Prince of, copy of 
a treaty between him and Great 
Britain, prefented by . Lord 
Geenville, 260 

L 

Judges, their attendance on the 
Scotch Peers elections enlarged, 
65 — ^give an opinion in the af- 
firmative, as to the fufficiency 
of the writ, certifying the ap- 
pearance of Vifcount Dum- 
blain in the Courtof Chancery, 
and his fubfcription to an oath 
and declaration, 93 

K. 

Kenyon, Lord, flates having re- 
ceived a letter of thanks to the 
Houfe from General Meadows, 

King, The, motion made by the 
Earl of Hardwicke, and fecond- 
ed by Lord Walfingham, for 
an addrefs of thanks to him 
for his fpeech, at the opening 

of the feffion, 3, 6 his an- 

fwer to the addrefs from the 
Houfe of Lords, 22 — motion, 
by the Marquis of Lanfdowne, 
for an addreis, to befeech him 
to manifcft his .compaflion for 
the wretched cafe of the French 
emigrants in England, 30 
fends a meflage to the Houfe, 
by the Marquis of Stafford, 65 
— motion, by Lord Grenville, 
to addrefs him, and aflure him 
of the zeal of the Houfe toco- 
operate with him in the profe- 
cution of the war, 75 — by Earl 
Stanhope, to recommend to him 
to exert every means becoming 
the dignity of his crown, to 
avert the calamities of war from 
this country, 78 — fendsamef- 
fage to the Houfe, by Loril 
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Grenville, 93 — motion, by the 
Earl of Lauderdale, to alFure 
him that no neceflary exertions 
fliall be wanting io indu^ce 
France to confent to terms of 
pacification, 1^3 — gives his af- 
fent, from the throne, to dif- 
ferent bills, 130 — fends to the 
Ifcufe, by Lord Grenville, a 
menage refpe^ling the employ- 
ment and pay of his Eledloral 
troops, 132 — addrefs of thanks 
for this communication moved 
to him by Lord Grenville, 133 
—motion, by the Earl of Rad- 
nor, to addrefs him to recall 
and annul the title of Baronefs 
of Bath, 139-^ — and praying 
that it may not be drawn into 
a precedent, 140 — r-fends, by 
Lord Grenville, a mcffage re* 
lative to the fupport of the war, 
and the extraordinary expences 
of the year, 151 — an addrefs 
moved to him in confequence, 
151 — meflage of thanks moved 
to him by Lord Grenville, for 
his gracious intentions refpedl- 
ing the Rodney pcnfion, 237 
—motion made by Earl Stan- 
hope, to addrefs and pray him 
to give directions for laying 
before the Houfe the memorial 
prcfented by Lord Auckland 
to the States General of the 
United Provinces, 252 an- 
other by the Earl of Uauder- 
dnle, to bcfeech him to ifllie 
his proclamation for the elec- 
tion of a Peer, in the room of 
Lord Stormont, 261 — comes to 
the Houfe, and prorogyics the 
Parliament, 284 
Kinnoul, Earl of, prcfents his 
petition to the Houfe, 126 — 
fpeaks, and moves that the 
votes tendered at thelaftelec-^ 
tion of Peers of Scotland, by 
the Duke of Queeniberry and 
the Earl of Abercorn, cannot 
be counted, 211, 212 — enters 
a proteft on the fubjedt of the 
right enjoyed by certain Lords 
to vote, at the eledtion of Peers 
forScotlandy 248 


Kirkcudbright, freeholders of, Jn- 
veftigation of the caufe between 
them and LordDaer, 143 

u 

Lanfdowne, Mai'quis of, movc^ 
an amqndmont to the motion of 
the Earl of Hardwicke, for an 
addrefs to the King, by leaving 
out two paragraphs, 2 1 — (peaks 
and moves in favour of the un*. 
happy fnuation of Louis XVI, 
and to befeech His Majefty to 
manifeft his compaffion for the 
wretched cafe of the French 
emigrants in England, 25, jo 

Land-tax bill paiTed, 130 

Lauderdale, Earl of, complains 
of the tedious progrefs m in-^ 
veftigating the merits of the 
contelled eledion of Scotch 
Pec'S, 24 — fpeaks, and moves 
for copies of various papers re-* 
lative to the "^^cheldt, the States 
General and Great Britain and 
the French Executive Council, 
66, 67 — fpeak^j, and moves for 
the orders of the Privy Coun- 

^ cil for prohibiting the exporta- 
tion of foreign corn to France, 
95 — moves, as an amendment, 
to alTurc His Majefty, that no 
necefliiry exertions fhall be 
wanting to induce France to 
confent to terms of pacification, 
123 — propofes an amendment 
in a claufe in the Traitorous- 
Correfpondence bill, 176, 179 
' — fpeaks, and moves that a pe-f 
tition of appeal from a judge-? 
ment of a Court of Juuiciary 
in Scotland, fliould be referred 
to the confideration of a Com- 
mittee, 197, 199 enters a 

proteft again ft the refolution 
fuftaining .the votes of the 
Duke of Queeniberry and the 
Earl of Abercorn, 2 1 7 — moves 
to pray the JCing to ilTue his 
proclamation for the election of 
a Peer, in the room of Lord 
Stormont, 261 

'Leeds, Duke of, moves that a pe-i 
titioner (the Earl of Kinnoul) 
be heard by his Counfel at th^ 
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bar of the Houfc, 247,-248 — 
enters a proteft on 'the fubjed 
of the right enjoyed by certain 
Lords to vote at the eleidtion of 
Peers for Scotland, 248 

Leicefter, Earl of, protefts againft 
the grant of fimilar titles to two 
dfft'erent perfons, 136, 140 

Lindores, Lord,, his vote rejeded, 

. ' 73 
Liverpool, corporati6n of, bill to 

authorife thenv to ifTue nege- 

ciable notes, receives the Royal 

aiTcnt, 211 

London and Weftmin{Jer, certain 
traders therein pre fen t, through 
Lord Thurlow, a petition 
againftthe Debtor and Creditor 
bill, 227 

Lords A(St, bill to revive it p'afTed, 
64— bill for extending its pro- 
vifions receives the Royal af- 
fent, 65 

Loughborough, Lord, calls the 
attention of the Houfe to his 
bill for extending the fum of 
two to three hundred pounds, 
in the cafe of certain debtors 
charged in execution 2 2 — moves 
that the petition of the fiarl of 
Kinnoul do lie upon the table, 

248 moves to refer to the 

Judges the confideration of the 
Debtor and Creditor bill, 281 

Louis XVJ,, motion, by the 
Marquis of Lanfdowne, in fa- 
vour of his unhappy fituatiori, 

30 

M. ' 
Malt-Tax bill paifed, 130 
Mansfield, Earl of, takes the 
oaths and his fear, 1 50 — pro- 
pofes an amendment in the 
Traitorous correfpondence bill, 
177— moves that the votes of 
the Duke of Queenfberry tftid 
the Earl of Abercorn ought 
not to be counted, ,227 
Marine' Mutiny bill palled, 1 30 
Meadows, General, motion by 
the Earl of Carlifle for a vote 
of thanks to him for his fer- 
Tices in the Eaic Indiesi 23 


Motions 


from the Earl of 


Hardwicke for an addrefs of 
. thanks to the King for his 
fpecch at the commencement 
of the feffion, 3—- from the Earl 
of Carlifle for a V9te of thanks 
to Marquis Corntvallis, the 
Generals Meadows ^nd Aber- 
crombie, and the officers and 
fubalterns f€;rving in the Eafl 
Indies, 23 — from Lord Gren- 
ville, that the Houfc do re- 
fume the trial of Mr. Haf- 
tings on the firfl Tuefday in 

Fcbrua ry, 2 4 from Lord 

' Grenville, for the order of the 
day for the fecond reading of 
the bill for effablifhing regu- 
lations refpe6fing aliens arri- 
ving in this kingdom, or refi- 
dent therein, in certain cafes, 
25 — from the Marquis of 
Lanfdowne, in favour of the 
unhappy fituation of Louis 
XVL, and to befeech His Ma- 
jeffy to manifefl his compaflioxi 
for the wretched cafe of the 
French emigrants in England, 
30 — from Lord Hawkefbury, 
that the bill for cftabJifhing 
certain regulations refpefting 
aliens be read a third time, 4$ 
— from Lord Grenville, that 
the faid bill be printed, 65— 
from Lord Grenville, for the 
order of the day, 66 — from 
Lord Grenville, to addrefs the 
King, and afTure him of the 
zeal of the Houfe to co-operate 
with him in the profecution of 
the war, 75 — from Earl Stan- 
hope, for an amendment to the 
preceding motion, 78 — from 
Lord Grenville, that the mef- 
fage from His Majefly be fa- 
ken into confideration, 94 — 
from the Earl of Lauderdale, 
for the orders of the Privy^ 
Council for prohibiting the ex- 
portation of foreign corn to 
France, 95 — as an amendment, 
from the Earl of Lauderdale, 
to aflure His Majefly that no 
neceflary exertions (1»11 b« 
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wantmg to induce France to 
confent to terms of pacifica- 
tion, 123 — from Lord Gren- 
ville, for appointing a Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe to 
iuvefligate the merits of the 
Scotch elections, 126 — of ad- 
journment, from Lord Sydney, 

J 30 from Lord Grenville, 

refpe^ling the conlideration of 
the meffage from the King 
concerning the pay and em- 
ployment of his ele(ftoral troops 
132 — and alfo for an addrefs of 
thanks to him for this commu- 
nicSttion, 133 — from the Earl 
of Radnor, for a Committee ' 
to report whether the fame fpc- 
cific title can be conferred on 
any perfon during the fubfrf- 
tcnce of the limitations of a 
former grant to another perfon, 
134 — and to addrefs His Ma- 
jefty to recall and annul the ti- 
tle of Baronefs of Bath, 139 — 
and to pray that it may not 
be drawn into a precedent, T40 
— from the Duke of Chirence, 
for poftponing the invefliga- 
tion of the Have trade, 141 — 
from the Duke of Norfolk, to 
difpenfe with certain Handing 
orders, ihuL — from Earl Stan- 
hope, for the Houfe to reverfe 
the decree of the Court of 
Seffion in Scotland, in the cafe 
of Lord Daer and certain free- 
holders of Kirkcudbright, 144 
-^from the Earl of Abingdon, 
for poftponing the farther con- 
lideration of the queflion for 
the abolition of the flave trade 
for five months, 160 — from the 
Duke of Clarence, to refcind 
a motion of the Biflidp of Sr. 
David's, 181— from the Earl 
of Lauderdale, that a petition 
of appeal, from a judgement pf 
a Court of Juiliciary in Scot- 
land Ihould be refeiTcd to the 
con ii deration of a Committee, 
igg — from the Duke of Nor- 
folk, for the firft reading of 
the Roman-catholic bill, 205 


, — from Lord Cathcart, for the 
fecond reading of the Liver- 
pool Note bill, thld. — from 
Lord Grenville, that the Com- 
mercial Credit bill be read a 
fecond time, 206 — from the 
Earl of Kinnoul, that the votes 
tendered at the laft ele<Slion of 
Peers of Scotland, by the Duke 
of Qijeenfberry and the Earl 
of Abercorn, cannot be count- 
ed, 212 — from Lord Gren- 
ville, ' for a previous queftion 
on the preceding motton, 213 
— from Earl Stanhope, for an 
amendment to a motion for re- 
ceiving the rcjiort of the Com- 
mittee of Privileges, 2:6 — 
from Lord Grenville, for an 
addrefs to the King, expreffive 
of the thanks of the Houfe for 
his gracious intentions with 
refpecl to the Rodney pcnfion, 
237— -and that the bill for re- 
gulating the government and 
trade of India be read a fecond 
time, 240 — ^rom Lord Thur- 
lovv, for the recommitment of 
the Debtor and Creditor bill, 
237 — from the Duke of Leeds, 
that/ a petitioner (the Earl of 
Kinnoul) might be heard by 
his counfel at the bar of the 
Houfe, 247 — from the Lord 
Chancellor, that th& petition 
of the Earl of Kinnoul do lie 
upon the table, 248 — another 
motion from the Duke of Leeds 
refpe6ting the fame fubjedt, ih. 
—from Earl Stanhope, to re- 
folve that the vote of the Earl 
of Kinnoul was duly tendered, 
ihid, — from Lord Grenville, 
for the appointment of a Com- 
mittee to examine and count 
the votes given for certain 
Scotch Peers, /^/W.— from Earl 
Stanhope, for the appointment 
of an early day to proceed in 
the trial of Governor Haftings, 
249— from the Earl of Abing- 
don, fpr poftponing the tiial 
of Governor Haftings to the 
foil day of the meeting of Far- 
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llament after the cnfuing pro- 
rogation, 250 from Earl 

Stanhope, to addrefs the King, 
and pray him to give diredions 
for laying before the Houfe 
the memorial prefentcd by 
Lord Auckland to the States 
General of the United Pro- 
vinces, 2^2y 2^4, 260, 261— 
from the Earl of Lauderdale, 
to pray the King to iffue his 
proclamation for the election 
of a peer in the roon^ of Lord 

Stormont, 261 from Earl 

Stanhope, that the Houfe are 
of opinion that the intention 
of the declaration by Lord 
Auckland was to induce the 
States General to put certain 
French prifoncrs to death, 267 
— the previous queftion moved 
by the Earl of Guildford du- 
ring the debate concerning the 
conduct of Lord Auckland, 271 
— from the Lord Chancellor, 
for referring to the confidera- 
tion of the Judges the Debtor 
and Creditor bill, 281 — *from 
Earl Stanhope, for printing 
certain treaties with different 
foreign powers, 282 

N. 
Naval and Marine Stores, bill to 
prohibit their exportation read, 
64 — it receives the royal afl'ent, 

Norfolk, Duke of, moves to dif- 
penfc with certain landing or- 
ders, 141 — for the firft reading 
of the Roman-catholic bill, 205 

o. 

Officers ferving in India receive 
the thanks of the Houfe, 23 

P. 
Petitions — prefented to the Houfe 
by the Earl of Kinnoul, 126 
—from the Weft-India Plan- 
ters and the Ship owners of 
Liverpool to befeech the Houfe 
to poftpone the confideration of 
the Slave Trade, 141— from 


Mr. Haftings, 184 — from cor- 
porate bodies in Worccfter rc- 
fpeding the propofed canal 

from Briftol to Bath, 142- 

from James Robertfon and Wal- 
ter Berry, conceiving them- 
felves aggrieved by the inflic- 
tion of a punifhment for print- 
ing a certain feditious pamphlet 
when the verdidl of the Jury 
went o/^(y to the fa<!t of pub- 
lifliing, 199 
Protefts of the Earls of Radnor 
and Leicefter agaihft the grant 
of fimilar titles to two different 

perfons, 136, 140 of the 

Earl of Lavidcrdale againft the 
refolution fuftaining the votes 
of the J^uke of Qucenfberry 
and the Earl of Abercorn, 
2 1 7 — of the Duke of Leeds 
and the Earl of Kinnoul, on 
the fubje^^l of the right, enjoy- 
ed by certain Lords, to vote at * 
the eleftion of Peers for Scot- 
land, 248 

R. 

Radnor, Earl of, fpcaks and 
moves for a Committee to re- 
port whether the fame fpecific 
title can be conferred on any 
pcrfon during the fulDfiftence of 
the limitations of a former 
g;-ant to another perfon, 133, 

134. proteOs again ft the grant 

of fimilur titles to two different 
pcrfcns, 136, 140 — moves to 
addrefs His Majefty to recall 
and annul the title of Baronefs 
ot Bath, 139 — and that it may 
not be drawn into a precedent, 
140 

Rawdon, Lord, prcfcnts (with 
remarks) a bill for the relief of 

infolvent debtors, 130 fub- 

mits to the <:onfidclratiOn of the 
Secretary of State (LordGren- 
ville) whether fome amend- 
ments relative to remittances 
ought not to be made in the 
Traitorous-correfpondence a6t, 
241, 242 
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Robertfon, James, prefcnts a, pe- 
tition, conceiving himfelf ag- 
grieved by the inflidion of a 
punifhment, for printing a cer- 
tain fedittous pamphlet, when 
the verdict of the jury went 
only to the fa6l of publifliing, 

199. 
Rodney, Lord, motion to addrefs 
the King concerning the con- 
tinuance of the peniion in his 

family, 237 . 
Ruffia, copy (prefentcd by Lord 

Grenville) ofa Convention be- 

t\Vecn her and Great Britain, 

260^ 

S. 
Saint David's, the Bifliop of, 

preaches before the Houfe, 66 
Sardinia, Copy of a Convention 

between her and Great Britain, 

260 
Scotch Catholic bill, debate con*- 

cerning it, 220 
Scotch eleflions, motions for the 

invedigation of their merits, 

126 
Ship owners of Liverpool peti- 
tion the Houfe to poftpone the 

inveftigation of tlje Slave Trade, 

141 

Stadion, Count de, his note deli- 
vered to Lord Grenville, 2^6 

Stahremberg, Count de, his Me- 
morial to the States General, 

Staftord, Marquis of, prefcnts a 
^ melTage from his Majcfty, 65 
— moves that it be taken into 
confideration, ihid. 
Stanhope, Earl of, moves as an 
amendment to a motion, from 
Lord Grenville, that the Houfe 
fliould recommend to his Ma- 
jcfty, the exertion of all means 
becoming the dignity of his 
crown, toavert from this coun- 
try the calamities of war, 178 
— ogives notice of motions rela- 
tive to CanaU ; and to the in- 
juftice arifing from all a6ts 
which contain certain words^ 
132 — ^produQcs papers a? out- 


lines for {landing orders rela- 
tive to Canal Bills, 133 — — 
moves the Houfe to reverfe the 
decree of the Couxt of Scflion 
of Scotland, in the cafe of Lord 
Daer, and certain Freeholdert 
of Kirkcudbright, 144 — pro- 
pofes an amendment in a claufe 
in the Traitorous Correfpon- 
dence bill, 177 — and recom- 
mends that a claufe be added 
to it, 185-— moves an amend- 
ment to a motion for receiving 
the report of the Committee of 
Privileges, 216 — and another 
amendment for the purpofe of 
inferting words Vefpefting the 
recommitment of the Debtor 
and Creditor bill, 237 — moves 
to refolve that the vote of the 
Earl of Kinnoul was duly ten- 
dered, 248-— and for the ap- 
pointment of an early day to 
proceed in the trial of Gover- 
nor Haftings, 249 — and to ad- 
drefs the King and pray him 
to give diredtions for laying be- 
fore the Houfe the Memorial 
prefented by Lord Auckland to 
the States General for the 
United Provinces, 252, 254, 
260, 261 — moves that the in- 
tention of the declaration of 
Lord Auckland was to induce 
the States General to put cer- 
tain French prifoners to death, 
267 — moves an amendment 
upon the motion of the Lord 
Chancellor, for referring to 
the Judges the confideration of 
the Debtor and Creditor bill, 
282'i — moves for the printing 
of certain treaties, 283 

States General of the United Pro- 
vinces, their refolutions, 257 
they receive a Memorial from 
' Lord Auckland a'hd the Count 
de Stahremberg, 259 

Subalterns ferving in India re- 
ceive the thanks of the Houfe» 
23 

Sydney, Vifcount, makes a mo* 
tion of adjournment, 13Q 
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I'hurlow, Lord, prefcnts a peti- 
tion from certain traders ot the 
/ cities of London and Wefl- 
minfter, ^gainft the Debtor 
and Creditor bill, 227 — moves 
for the recommitment of the 

bill, 237 ' 
Ti-ade in Slaves inveftigated, 141, 

1153, i«o 
Traitorous Correfpdndence bill — 
Debate concerning it, 163, 

174 
Treaties, copies of them prefent- 

cd, by Lord Grenville, to the 

Houfe, 260 


W. 


WalfiDgham« Lord, feconds A% 
motion of the Earl of Hard- 
wicke for an addrefs to the King 
at the opening of the feffion^ 
6— prefents a petition from Mr. 
Haiiings, 184 
Weft-India Planters petition the 
~ Houfe to poftpone . the inveffi- 
gation of the Slave Trade* 

141 
Worcefter, Corporate Bodies in 

that City prefent petitions re« 

fpedting the propofed Canal 

from Brifiol to Bath, 14a \ 
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Seventeenth Psrrliament of Great Britain^ 

. Appointed to be holden at Westminster, 
On Thursday the 25th of November, 1790. 


Thurfday^ i^th December. 

X HIS being the day appointed by His Majefty's Proclama- 
tion for aflembling the Parliament, at three o'clock His Majefty 
came to the Houfe, and being feated on the throne, and the 
Commons fent for, and appearing at the bar in the ufual form» 
was pleafed to make a mod gracious fpeech. [For which fee 
the proceedings of the Commons.] 

After His Majefty and the Commons Had retired, the fpeech 
was then read by Lord Kenyon, as Speaker, and again by tht 
clerk at the table. 

The Earl of HARDWICK rofe and called their Lordfliips* 
attention to the opening of this feilion, and, appealing to the 
known wifdom of the Houfe, he trufted that the mod perfect 
unanimity, fo much to be defired, would prevail during the 
proceedings of the day, and that the addrefs which he meant to 
move, would' meet with the hearty concurrence of all their 
Lordfliips. The fir ft and moft ftriking part of the fpeech they 
Vol. XXXV- ' B 
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had juft heard from the Throne, was the calling out of .the mi- 
litia, and their Lord (hips needed not to be put in mind, that 
the power of eaUing them out was veftedin the Crown, when- 
ever there were grounds for apprehenfion of any intended inva- 
fion by a foreign power, or internal infurreftion in the king- 
dom. In fuch cafes, it became the indifpenfable duty of Mi- 
nifters to advife that meafure, and the law had wifely provided, 
that the Papliam«nt fhould be immediately aflembled ; fo if 
any weak or wicked admin iftration were to do lb from impro- 
per motives, they muft be amenable to Parliament for their 
cdnduft within fourteen days ; but he was confident it would 
appear, in the jprefent inftance, a very laudable meafure, and 
muft be highly flattering to the people. Becaufe when it was 
vifible to all, that wicked and ilUdifpofed perfons were endea- 
vouring to difturb the tranquillity of this country, and the hap- 
pinefs of all clafles in it, the militia were relied 6n, and from 
• a confidence in them, no apprehenfion of danger remained. 
On t,he fubjeft of the neutrality which His Majefty had always 
obferved with regard to France, he believed there could be 
but one opinion ai^ongft their Lordfhips. With regard to the 
revolution in that country, there might be different opinions ; 
in his niind'a revolutio^i in the GovernmeHt of that country 
was natural and neceflary, and he owned he had rejoiced in 
the idea, that a Conftitution was afterwards likely to be form^ 
ed, and one that, had it taken place, he doubted not might ul- 
timately have been J>eneficial to the interefts of this country. 
He vt^as. of opinion, that we had no right to interfere with the 
internal affairs of that kingdom, and fuch interference had been 
prudently avoided y however he was forry to fay, that all his 
hopes of feeing that Conftitution, which he expefted to be rea- 
lized, had entirely vaniflied by their recent conduft; had this 
been all, he ftill would contend, that we ought not tp inter- 
fere ; but the difpofition to purfue a fyftem of conqueft and ag- 
grandizement, mentioned in the fpeech, was too obvious from 
tiieir having entered the dominions of Sardinia, taken Nice, 
and annexed Savoy as an eighty- fourth department to the terri- 
tory of France, He ftated from the authority of an oiEcer's 
letter, the crimes and enormities that took place on the taking 
«f Nice, and the manner in which they had been glofled over 
bv the National Convention, who faid, it was the palaces of 
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K5ngs> and not thepr»J)erty of the people, that they fought to 
^eftroy ; hut the contrary was the faft, dild even the inhabh 
tants of cottages had not e{caped their wickednefs and inhunia- 
nity. He then adverted to the treaty which General Monteif- 
quieu hiad entered into with Geneva, agreeable to the wLfties ©f 
both parties,, and yet that General was blamed for what he b^d 
done, and the treaty was, contrary to all juftice, broken. He 
ftated, as a difregard of the laws ot nations, their entering 
Gennany, and taking poffeffion of Frankfort,, and laying the 
inhabitants under a heavy' contribution, which, though it was 
rptnitted, they had not purfued an honourable line of condufl: 
to" the inhabitants afterwards. The invafion of the Auftrian 
l^etherlands he confidered in the fame light, and the opening 
of the Scheldt, fo particularly guaranteed by various treaties, 
particularly that of 1787, was a direft violation of the rights 
of neutral powers. With what confequences thofe daring a£ls 
might be attended, if not checked, it was not eafy to guefs ; 
having the command of men, they might now poflcfs a fleet 
and proceed tb Helvoetfluys, which being in their poffeffion, 
would be a moft dangerous and unwarrantable injury to the 
Dutch. He feverely reprobated their conduS, and always 
thought that theconduft of nations fhould be the fame in every 
view as that of individuals, and as ftriSly guided by juftice and 
honour. Haying touched upon almoft every topic in His Ml- 
jefty's fpeech> he had only the laft, refpefting the fucceffes 
in India, to mention ; and here the noble Earl took occafion 
to pay very hahdfome and welUmerited compliments to the 
Marquis of Cornwallis, in which he was fure the Hottfe would 
concur moft readily ; after profeffing his attachment and deter- 
mination to fupport the Gonftitution to his utmofft> he con- 
cluded by moving the following addrefs : 

The humble Addrefs of the right honourable the- Lords Spi- 
ritual and Temporal, in Parliament affembled. 

Mbft Gracious Sovereign, 

PVEy your Alajejlfs m^Jl dutiful and loyal fuhjefisj the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporaly in Parliament ajjembledy beg leave f9 
return your Majejiy our humble and dutiful acknowledgements f^ 
your Majefifs moji gracious fpeech from the throne^ 

B Z 
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Permit us to ajfure your Majeftyy that^ under tireumftances 
which require the united vigilance and exertion of all the tranches 
of the Legijlaiurey to preferve to your Majeji^s fuhjeifs the conti" 
nuance ofthofe advantages which they have hitherto enjoyed^ it ix 
a great fatisfa^ion to usy that your Majejiy^ by meeting us in 
Parliament at this conjun^urcj has afforded us an opportunity of 
manifefiing our loyalty to your Majefly^ and our zeal for the dearejl 
inter efts of our coitntry, 

Wehavefeen with the greateji concern that the feditious prahices 
which were the obje^s of your Majeflfs late Proclamation.^ and 
which were fo flrongly condemned by the declaration of both Houfes 
tf Parliament y and by the gekeral fentiments of the people y have 
eflate been more openly renewedy and with increafed a^ivity. JVe - 
deeply lament thatfpirit of tumult and d\ [order y the natural con-- 
fequence offuch pra^icesy which hasjhewn itfelfin different aSis 
of riot and infurre£liony requiring the interpofition of a military 
force infupport of the civil Magifirate. We are fenftble that the , 
induflry^ employed to excite difcontent on various pretexts^ and in 
different parts of the kingdom^ has proceeded from a fettled dejign 
to attempt the dejlru^ion of our happy Conftitutiony and the fub^ 
verjton of all order and Government; and we learn with the utmoft 
indignation ■ that this defign has been purfued in connexion and 
concert with perfons in foreign countries^ 

IVe highly applaud the wife and generous condufl adopted by 
your Majefiy in obferving ajirifl neutrality in the prefent war on 
the Continent y and in abjiaining from any interference with refped 
to the internal affairs c/* France; But we beg leave to affureyour 
Majefiyy that we fully participate in that ferious uneofinefs fo 
yuftly felt by your Majejiy on account of theflrong and increafing 
indications which haife appeared in France of an intention to ex» 
cite difturbances in other countriesy to difregard the rights of neu- 
tral nations, andto purfue views of conqueji and aggrandizement , 
as well as to adopt towards your Majef;y>s allies the States General, 
'who have obferved the fame neutrality with your Majefty, mea^ 
fures neither conformable to the law of nations, nor to the pofitivt 
ffipulations ofexiffmg treaties. 

We acknowledge with the deepeft gratitude your Majejly^s pa^ 
iernal cftre for the Jecurity and happinefs of your people^ which 
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has led jour Majeftyy on the frefent occafion^ to have recourfe /o 
tbo/e means of prevention and internal defence with which your 
Majejly is intrufied by law; and alfo to augment your Majefiy^s 
naval and military force ; and we concur with pur Majefiy in the 
ferfuafion that thefe exertions are neceffary in the prefentjiate of ^ 
affair Si and are beft calculated both to mqintain internal tranquil" 
lity, and to render a firm and temperate cr.nduff effedualfor pre^ 
ferving the blejjings of peace', an obje^ which, however important 
in itfelf is no otherwife defirable than as it can be attained confifl^ 
entfywiththefecurity of thcfe kingdoms^ and with the faithful pcr^ 
formance of engagement % which we are bound equally by inter efl 
and honour tofulfiL 

We congratulate your Mojejly on the brilliant fuccefjes of the 
Britifh arms in India, undtr the able conduH of the Marquis 
Cornwallis, and more efpecially on the termination of the war in 
that country by an ad'vantageous and honourable peace, to the terms 
of which we look with peculiar fatisfa^ion, from their tendency to * 
fecure the future tranquillity of the Britifli dominions fVeJhall 
now apply our attention to the forming fuch arrangements for the 
future Government of thofe valuable poffefjtons, as experience and 
deliberation may recommend to us, with a view to the profperity of 
that country, and to the advantages which it may afford to the 
-Britifli commerce and revenue, 

fVe beg leave to affure your Mqjefiy, that we feel it to be our 
hounden duty, and that it Jhail be the objecf of our mofl immediate 
conjtderation, to adopt all proper meafures for enforcing obedience 
to the laws, and for rcpr effing every attempt to difiurb the peace 
and tranquillity of this kingdom. IVe are not ignorant that on 
the refult of our deliberations at this moment, depend the pre fent 
fecurity and per manent profperity of our country. JVe well know 
that we can in no manner better provide for thefe important and 
interefting objeSis, than by manifejiing in all our condufl that af- 
fectionate attachment which is fo yuftly due to your Mojefiy from 
every one of your fubjefls, and which is deeply imprcffed upon our 
hearts*, and by dir effing all our counfels to the defence and main^ 
tenance of the Confiitution, fo dear to a people wbofe liberties it has 
long protcded, and whoje happ'inefs it has ffentially promoted* 
In endeavouring to preferye dnd tranfmit to our poflerity thefe in* 
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lifliffiiAk hieffingSj we kn^/wfrom uniform experience that we may 
he ajfured of your Majtfiys co-operation and affijiance ; and 'U>e 
' Are confident that the united efforts of your Majejiy and your Par^ 
liament for this purpofe, will be rendered completely effe£fual by 
the decided fupport of a free and loyal People, 

^ Lord WALSINGHAM rofe to fecond the addrefs ; his 
Lordfhip obfervcd, that the noble Lord who moved the addrefs 
had fo fully explained the objcSs of it to the Houfe, that it 
would be unneceflary for him (Lord Walfingham) to trouble 
the Houfe long upon the fubje<9: \ and indeed he believed he 
fhould content himfelf with merely feconding the addrefs, if 
he was not apprehenfive that he might appear to be lukewarm 
in a caufe, inNvhich no man, who is born an Englifliman^^^pught 
to feel lukewarm or indifferent ; for whoever, in a niomcnt 
like the prefent, (hould hefitate to avow thofe fentiments of 
loyalty to the King and attachment to the Conftitution, which 
(he was perfeflly convinced) warmed the hearts and animated 
the feelings' of all their Lordfhips, fuch a man would not de- 
ferve the benefits he enjoys, and the bleflings he derives, from 
the bcft, the freeft, and the happieft Conftitution upon the 
face of the earth. 

It fhould feem, indeed, that Minifters had at firft been tardy 
to believe that there could be any large body or defcriptioh of 
men ^ho really wiftied to overturn the Government, in the 
manner in which it has fince appeared they did in faft wilh to 
overturn it .; but when they difcovered it to be true, they loft 
no time In calling upon Parliament, and upon the country at 
large, to difcourage and difcountenance thefe pernicious and 
dangerou$ doftrines.^ — ^TJieir Lordfhips all remembered with 
how much force and with how much eloquence, a noble 
Marquis (Abercorn) had moved an addrefs in that Houfe, 
thanking the King for the proclamation of the laft Summer ; 
the other Houfe concurred in the fame fentiments with equal 
zeal, which example was followed by fimilar addrefles by moft 
of the counties in England from one end of the kingdom to 
the other. 

Their Lordfhips muft all remember (for it made too deep, 
and too plcafing an impreflion upon their minds to be eafily 
forgot), how admirably thofe fentiments had been enforced by 
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an illuftrious Perfopage in his place (alhiding to His Royal 
Highnefs the Prince of Wales) when he exprefled, in the warm, 
and genuine feelings of hiB heart, thofe hereditary, loyal^ and 
conftitutional principles which he pledged himfelf to mak^ 
the invariable rule of his condudl ; and his Lordfliip added, 
that there could be as little doubt but the other branches pf 
that illuftrious Houfe would be equally ready to zSt up tB 
thofe noble fentiments in their legiilative and profei&onaL 
capacity. 

One great benefit, however, had refulted from thefe 9tteiDpt$ 
to difturb the public tranquillity ; for the nation had feen, tjiat- 
upon this fubjeft all fpirit of party was forgotten and done 
away ; we had feen the firft families in the country, the bcftc 
charadlers in the country, and the perfons holding different 
political fentiments, to whom the nation looked up with th«. 
mofl confidence, all united in fhewing that their loyalty to the 
King, and attachment to the ConflitutioU], as eflablifhed by 
law, in King, Lords, and Commons, were brought to the 
tefl V there was but one fpirit which pervaded not only the two> 
Houfes of Parliament, . but the nation at large^ and mixed it-* 
(elf with the whole mafs of the people, whofe only vyifh, he 
verily believed, was to live under that Conflitution which is 
their birth right, and from which neither the intrigues of tur* . 
bulent and feditious fpirits, nor any foreign interference would^ 
cv^r be able to cajole them. 

And yet, faid his Lordfliip, frefh attempts have recently 
been made to deprive them of thofe dear and valuable rights 
which, in the courfe of the Summer, feemed to be no longer 
expofed to hazard — fortunately, however, he believed a timely 
check was put to the progrefs of thefe alarming nc^ifchief^, 
partly by His Majefty having called together his Parliament^ 
partly by his having embodied the bed and moft conflitutional 
ipeans of internal defence, viz. the National Militia, that is^ 
the property of the country voluntarily priedged to protedi the 
h\y and liberty of the country — partly by focieties of difSereot 
perfbns who have come forward in the Metropolis and in dif- 
ferent counties to preferve the peace of the kingdom, not for*, 
getting the fpirit with which the Bankers aod Merchants fup-. 
ppxted the common caufe, in the heart of the Capital itfelf^ 
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where they reprefent fo large a fliar^ of the mercantile and 
monied intereft of the city. 

His Lordfhip further faid, that having fpokcn fo much at 
large upon thofe parts of the fpeech which regarded the inter- 
nal events which were under every man's own eye, he would 
try to be as fliort as poflible upon the foreign events, which 
fifere certainly very far from being an immaterial part of the 
bufinefs that was now before the Houfe. 

Whoever would refleS upon His Majefty's condudk during- 
the French troubles, would have reafon to admire the mag- 
nanimity of it ; for he had forgot the provocation they had 
given to him in bringing on the laft war between this country 
and the whole Houfe of Bourbon ;— His Majefty had (hewn 
himfclf fuperior to any little refentments and to any pityful fpirit 
pf revenge ; — he had not been inftru mental ia withdrawing the 
allegiance of any fubjeft from his fovereign, nor has he fup- 
ported a fovereign in his old or in his newly-eftabliflied Go- 
vernment againft the voice of the people ; but he had con- 
ftantly forborne, even in the hour of their fe.vereft trial, to in- 
terfere in any manner whatever in the, internal affairs of France, 
either by fupporting what has been called the common caufe 
of Kings, or by aSing in conjunftion with the Houfe of 
Auftria, or even with his ally, the King of Prullia, endeared , 
as that Monarch was to His Majefty and to the. nation, by the 
recent connexion and relationfliip which has been fo happily 
fonned with his family. 

But if our reftlefs neighbours, not being fatisfied with having 
overrun the territories of thofe powers with whom they are 
aftually at war, fliould ,yet think fit (in defiance of the mod 
pofitive and exprefs ftipulations of a treaty, guaranteed by 
themfelves not five years ago} to attack our anticnt and natural 
ally, the Dutch, and to break down thofe banners which the 
wifdom of ages had fet up, and the moft recent treaties had 
repeated and confirmed, we might, at leaft, thank His Ma- 
jefty for having had recourfe to thofe means of internal defence 
which the exigency of the nioment rendered ncceflary, and 
for looking to the poflTibility of future events by augmenting 
hiir naval and military eftablifliments. 

Ir fuch a crifis of affairs, he aflccd, What was the moft dig-, 
nificd part which a great nation could take? — the anfwerjk 
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(aid he, is to be found in the fpeech ; '* Be firm and temperate 
in your conduS; preferve your faith inviolably; adhere to 
your alliances, and, as the noble mover had faid, be true to 
yourfelves, and take that part' which your intcreft, becaufe your 
honour, diflates.'* 

His Lordfhip then went into a chain of argument to prove 
his pofition. Suppofe, faid he, for the fake of the argument, 
that we (hould forbear to aflert ourfelves in the manner that be- 
comes us, how long, and under what circumftances, fhould 
we be able to forbear ? Should we not, in the courfe of a few 
months,. be dragged into the quarrel in fpite of ourfelves, and 
with the difgrace of having abondoned an ally whom it was 
our bounden duty to fupport ? — add to which, her force would 
probably be neutral, if not againft us, inftead of coming for- 
ward at once with that fpirit,^ and with that confidence, which 
a good and a juft caufe naturally infpires. 

His Lordfhip afked, why the treaty of 1788 was made with 
the Dutch, if it was not meant to abide by the ftipulations to 
which we then pledged ourfelves ?— why^did we in the year 1787 
arm for the purpofe of refcuing the Dutch from the thraldom 
to which the interference of France would have fubjefted 
them ? Our interpofition there was a meafure univerfally ap- 
proved, not only by the nation, but by all Europe — it would 
make a brilliant sera in the hiftory of this country — if, there- 
fore, we would be uniform and confiftent with ourfelves, we 
Ihould enfure the fame approbation, by holding a fimilar con- 
duft now to that which we held then, it being always under- 
ftood that thefe are not meafiires of offence — that we are not 
the aggreffors — that they are only the means of prevention, and 
that our objeft is to fecure the bleflings of peace — the prepara- 
tions that are now making could for the prefent be paid for by 
an excefs of revenue, if, fortunately, thofe preparations fhould 
have the defired efFefl:, and fhould prevent a war, as they 4id 
before ; the revenue will then revert to its proper channel, and 
will be applied (as every man would wifhj to relieve our fellow 
fubjefts from a part of the fubfifling taxes.^ 

His Lordfhip, by way of conclufion, faid, that he could not 
help clofing his fpeech with a few wprds upon the peace in 
India ; for if ever a peace was made by aa able and fuccefsful 
General which was advantageous and honourable, fuch wa)i the 
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charaSer of the peace which Lord Cornwallis had concluded 
in India ; — it was honourable to himfelf, it was both honour- 
able and advantageous to the country ; — in that peace were to 
Be traced no ambitious defigns of exclufive aggrandifement to 
ourfelves ; — the revenue we had acquired in common with the 
confederate forces, would be applied partly to pay off the ex- 
pences of the war, partly to find refources for augmenting the 
trade and commerce of the country — fo judicious a diftribution 
had been made of the new acceflion of territory, as to fecure, 
in a great degree, the tranquillity of our own provinces, and 
through them of all India, as far as we could command it ; — 
the war, which had been begun in fupport of the faith of treaties, 
had, by the blefling of divine Providence, been brought to a fuc- 
cefsful termination. We had had it in oiu" power to make 
good our engagements in fuch a manner as would render the 
ilame of Lord Cornwallis, and the Britifli charadler in India, 
admirec^ for ages to come. * Our objeft had been to relieve an 
oppreiTed individual, to teach the BritiQi Princes and powers 
in that quarter of the world, that, if they rely on the Britifli 
faith, they (hould not rely upon it in vain. We had facrificed 
a temporary interruption of peace for the fake of the future, 
certain, and permanent enjoyment of it, which objeft being 
now happily fecured, it remained for the Legiflature to con- 
fider in what manner that Empire fliould fo be governed, as to 
be mod beneficial to the nation at home, and beft conduced 
for the intereft and happinefs of thofe who were to live under, 
arid tnake a part of, the Britifh Government in India. 

The Duke of NORFOLK expreffed his loyalty and attach- 
ment to the Conftitution and Government, but could not help 
offering a few words upon the fubjeft, which he confidered of 
very ferious importance, and which if the Houfe were to adopt, 
they would lay down a precedent that might lead to the moft 
pernicious and unconftitutional efFefts. What he meant, re- 
fpefled the calling out of the militia, which, he conceived,, 
could not legally be done upon apprehenfions of invafioa or 
unknown riots and infurreftion within the kingdom. The 
aft, which he held in his hand, went only thus far, that the 
militia might be called out, in the event of either imminent 
danger of a foreign invafion or an aftual infurredlion in the 
country. Now, as the noble Earl had ftated nothing of that 
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kind, he thought himfelf juftlfied in calling upon fome one of 
His Majefty's Minifters to declare, and he thought they were 
bound to fatisfy the Houfe on that point, what thofe apprehen- 
fions were, and where thofe dreadful riots and infurreftions 
had taken place, as there were none of their Lordfliips yet made 
acquainted with the circumftances that had produced fuch 
general alarm over the country ; and he muft fay, that the alarm 
occafioned by the laft proclamation was very great. The 
fpeech ftated a defire to preferve the peace and tranquillity of 
the country; but was war^ and certainly there was every ap- 
pearance of war at prefent, the way to preferve peace I — ^wras 
it not rather the only way to overthrow it ? If Minifters, how- 
ever, had determined that there fliould be a war, they ought 
to declare that it is neceffary, nay, inevitable, and in that event, 
they will find the Parliament and the country ready to fupport 
them in it. If any other war was entered into, whatever pre- 
text might be found for it, the country would be divided in 
opinion ; and it did not require him to ftate to that Houfe the 
ruinous calamities that attended every war, but particularly 
one on which there exifted a divifion of fentiment in the coun- 
try. With regard to the Scheldt, that was a matter not pro- 
perly under difcuflion now, and therefore he would not enter 
upon it farther than as a caufe of war, and here he could not 
help remarking that it was rather ftrange to determine on 
going to war with any country for an interference with ano- 
ther, when we had no ambaflador, or perfon of any defcrip- 
tion, to treat with that country, and remonflrate on the condu£l 
which we were difpleafed at, fuch, he w^ould, fay was a def- 
perate war, and not to be juftified. 

The Marquis of TOWNSHEND fpoke a fliort time in 
favour of the addrefs, and the meafures of adminiftration, an4 
particularly the calling out of the militia, which he thought- 
highly proper. He likewife confidered the conduft of France 
towards their King, and their inordinate ambition and dcfirc 
■ of conqueft, as highly unjuftifiable and criminal. . 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, he had waited 

fome tinje in expeftation that the noble Secretary of State, or 

fome other Minifter, would have rifeil to anfwer the quefticn 

fo properly put to them by the noble Duke ; on that point 

tte Houfe had a right to be fatisfied, even if the qucftiua had 

no 
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coihe from one of the moft infignificant Peers in that Houfe ; 
but when it came from one of the moft illuftrious, as well as, 
ableft, and wifeft noblemen that the Peerage could boaft of, he 
wondered how they could reconcile their condu61 even to them- 
selves — The Parliament l^ad been aflembled in a manner the 
moft.unexpefted and unexampled that could be found in hiftory 
for hundreds of years back, and, he muft fay, in fo queftion- 
able a fhape, that he doubted if they had even legality on their 
fide. He never was more aftoniihed than when he heard of 
fuch a meafure being taken, and amongft all with whom he had 
fince converfed, and fome of them not the moft ignorant of 
men, the fame aftoniftiment prevailed. When the Gazette 
appeared with that extraordinary claufe which the noble Duke 
had alluded to, he believed it had occ^fioned a moft dreadful 
alarm over all parts of the kingdom, ftating tumult and dif- 
order, no one knows how ; riots and infurreftions, no one 
knows where ; alarm without import, and fedition without 
meaning. . However, in the way they were now aflembled, 
and when called upon to account for thofe myfterious pheno- 
mena, didMinifters think that the Houfe or the country would 
be fatisfied, and all inquietude ceafe, if, in order to (helter 
themfelves from irkfome inquiries, and, perhaps, teazing de- 
bates, they took flielter under their wonted fullen filence, and 
that folemn confidence which feemed neceiTary in carrying 
through all their meafures, in all times of emergency and 
alarm ; this incomprehenfible condudl could never produce 
conviftion of their redlitude, and was highly blameable. — 
Having thus exprefled his doubts concerning the legality of 
their Lordfliips being aflembled at this time, and having no 
information of their motives from Minifters, every one was; 
left to his judgement to guefs what they might be. If they 
had ground of apprehenfions, if they knew of any feditious 
libels, riots, or infurreftions, ought not they to make their 
conduft as clear as noon day ; but this they fcorned, for in 
their proceedings there feemed to be no light at all, all was 
darknefs and myfterious filence. Would it not become them 
to recur to former times, and profit a little by the wifdom 
and example of their anceftors, and thofe fome of the beft 
and greateft of their time ; would they not find in the Hiftory 
9i England what had been the conduct of Princes^ Judges^ and 
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great Mjnifters on occafions fimilar to what this was faid to be. 
The noble Marquis here went into a long detail of cafes indif- 
ferent reigns for fome hundred years back, which he argued 
very forcibly, and contrafted very ftrongly with the prefent 
proceedings. He then faid, the provifion of calling Parliament 
within forty days was a wife and neceflary regulation. For 
many reafons, Members ought to know the matters that are to 
come before them, that their minds might be made up for the 
difcuflion, after colledling the fentimehts of the people, and 
confulting every fource of information. He had ftated be- 
fore,- that in thofe periods to which he had alluded, even in 
James Id's reign, it was cuftomary to diredl the Chancellor to 
explain as fully as pofTible in the fpeech to Parliament what _ 
meafures were to occupy their attention. But this would not 
now fuit the views of Minifters ; they preferred taking an ob- 
fcure claufe of an obfcure aS, in order to throw a general ca- 
lumny on all the people of the kingdom; they enumerated 
riots, infurreflions, commotions, or by whatever word ihey 
chofe to defcribe the phantom which they had reared to create 
^ alarm, and ferve their own purpofes. This qui bbl ing i a poli- 
tics as in words', might be WfU eiu.;Ui/h with a fpecial .pleader, 
but did not become a great St^efman. There had been times 
when conftruflive treaforf and cumulative treafon were heard . 
of in this cojuntry, but in thofe times he trufted there could 
be neither conftruclive or cumulative infurreclions. 

On the fubjeS of monarchy he ftated conferences between 
Cromwell and Whitlocke ; and likewife referred to aflbcia- 
tions and papers written about the time of King Charles's 
Martyrdom, where it had been wifely argued and admitted, 
that without a mixture of monarchy, no Government could 
fuit thiscountrv: in thofe he had found more folid information 
than in all the fermons and other publications of modern 
times, though fome he had feen that were excellent ; and 
thofe references to former ages, he contended, were .worthy 
of imitation, and ought to be confulted, inafmuch as example 
was better than preeept. . He did not belong to any affocia- 
tions ; many of their publications which he had read he thought 
very odd ; but he would heartily give all the credit that was fo • 
much due to thofe refolutions at Merchant Taylors' Hall, . 
mentioned by a noble Lordj they were prudent, wife, and 
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well worded ; they contained reafon and truth ; and one thing 
they aflerted, which could not have been done in a clearer or >, 
better manner, ** that there exifted in the Conftitution of this 
country fufficient power to correft the abufes that had crept 
into it." Such refolutions as thofe he applauded, and he could 
wifli he faw in Minifters the fame fpirit and firmnefs. But 
Acre were other affbciations, whofe refolutions he,never could 
agree to, and wondered that any man, poflTeffed of common 
underftanding, could put his name to them, if he took the 
trouble to read them over — [Here he read, and commented in 
Very fevere and pointed terms, upon the refolutions of the 
Crown and Anchor Aflbciation.] He knew not the perfons, 
but certainly there was not a lawyer amongft them, or if there 
was, his law and his logic, who drew ^ip fuch refolution, 
liluft be abominably bad. He went at great length into the 
hiftory of affbciations in this and former ages, and fet iip that 
at Merchant Taylors as a model. He then faid, that after 
fearching every where, it was evident that the real motive of 
the coildudl of adminiftration was war, and had nothing to do 
in fadl with infurredlion, although Parliament was affembled 
by that manoeuvre, and he muft defire them to take care how 
they plunged the country into a war, with a Parliament ille- 
gally affembled. Let them inquire into fafts before they pro- 
ceed,^ or elfe their proceedings may be impeachably wrong. 
His love for the property of the country would lead him to go 
far to preferve peace and tranquillity. Peace was' worth much 
money, but there were fome things which money could not 
procure ; he could nOt by money make an infurance againft 
abufes. He could not as a man go to the Catholics, fufFering 
incapacities and confefled hardlhips in Ireland, and fay, "It 
is true — all you fay you fuffer — but what is that to me ? I am 
perfedlly at eafe :" nor to the DifiTenters, and. tell them, 
** You are irritated and provoked, it is true, but I have no 
reafon to be difpleafed. You have no livings, but, perhaps^ 
it is prudent that you have not, and better for you to wait. 
Neither could he go to a country town, and fay to an inhabi- 
tant who complained that he had no vote, and tell him, " I 
do not feel your taxes." Nor could he talk of the public oecor 
V pomy in plurality of livings. On the fubjeft of parliamentary 
reform, he did not mean to difcufs it now ; but he muft fay 
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that he thought it was pradlicable, but attended with difficulty, 
and could not be accompliflied with advantage until it was 
fully difcufled and perfeftly underftood. In the courfe of that 
difcuffion perhaps he might retradk opinions which he for- 
merly held, and there was no fhame in fo doing, when it pro- 
ceeded from convidion. On the fubjeft of treaties, he thought 
Britain had always, as flie ought, executed treaties faithfully, 
fometimes evea to her lofs, although we had been charged 
with breaking of treaties, but thofe were treaties made by Mi-^ 
nifters, who had neither confulted the Parliament nor the na- 
tion. He run over all our treaties with Holland, but could 
^ find nothing in them, but what convinced him, that if we went 
to war at prefent, it would be a war for no real or good pur- 
pofe. He thought the beft way was to hear and -examine intq 
grievances, and ^ if they purfued, it would be the beft anfwer 
that they could give to all thofe who called for reform, and the 
only true way to know whether, and what grievances really 
exifted. 

Lord GRENVILLE combated the arguments adduced by 
the noble Marquis, and read extraSs from a variety of papei;s, 
which proved, that the apprehenfions of, miniftry were well 
grounded, and perfe£lly juftified the meafures they had adopted 
for the fecurity of the country. His Lordfhip adverted to the 
motion for a Parliamentary Reform at the conclufion of the 
laft feflion of Parliament ; this would ferve as a developement 
of the fubfequent difcontents. In confequence of this notice, 
focieties had been formed over the whole kingdona, who, by 
their communication with the National Convention, profeffed 
a difpofition to fuperfede the Parliament, and eftablifh a new 
fyftem of things. His Lordfhip called the attention of the 
Houfe more particularly to two paragraphs inferted in M» 
Condorcet*s paper at Paris, afferting, that the people of this 
country were determined to ihake off hereditary fucceffion, 
and to eftablifh a Convention, as the only genuine organ- of 
reprefentation. He then took a view of our relative fituation. 
to. the powers of Europe, and coritended that the Britifh Court 
had perfevered in a ftrift neutrality until the French fleet co- 
vered the Mediterraneafl, her armies ravifhing provinces, and 
fubverling Governments wherever they came : that the condudl 
of England had been, liberal in the extreme 5 and now that the 
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arrows of ambition were levelled at our own bofoms, it was in- 
cumbent on every well-wifhcr of his country to range under 
the banners of the Conftitution, and repel the machinations of 
levellers and aflaflins. 

His Royal Highnefs the Duke of CLARENCE rofe. He 
faid he coincided moft completely with the noble Secretary of 
State in all that he had fo ably ftated that night, and had only 
^to fay, that he would be ready at all times to give every aflift- 
ance4n his power, in his profeffional line, to fupport the Con- 
ftitution of the kingdom, and proteft her faithful allies. On 
the fubjeft of the opening of the Scheldt, a noble Marquis 
feemed to think little of it ; he thought very differently, and 
confidered it of great importance to this country. But even if 
it was not, ftill if it was of fuch importance to the Dutch as he 
maintained it to be, it was fit that Great Britain fhould fecure 
them in the poffeflion of it; for, otherwife, thofe in Holland, 
who were difcontented with the Government there might unite 
in French politics and principles, and, as noble Lords had heard 
of their making Savoy an eighty-fourth department of France^ 
he had no doubt but they would make Holland an eighty-fifth. 
Their Lordfliips would recolledl that when he laft troubled 
them, it was in a conference with the other Houfe on the flavc 
trade. On thatbufinefs he had taken pains to obtain local in- 
formation,, and had then difapproved of the aflbciations in all 
parts of the country againft it, becaufe they tended to deceive 
the people on a fubjeft they had no knowledge of. He was 
pleafed that the noble Secretary had argued in afimilar way to- 
night, refpefting aflbciations. He concluded by faying, that ' 
as he confidered this to be only a continuation of the debate on 
the King's Proclamation laft fefllon, fo he hoped the difcuflion 
would terminate with the fame unanimity and approbation. 

Lord Vifcount STORMONT began with faying, that he 
rofe under a difficulty which he h^d never experienced before 2 
that there were fome topics Which had made a ftrong impref- ' 
fion upon his mind, but which he did not wi(h to urge eagerly 
on the confideration of the Houle, how much foevcr they wer^ 
conneftcd with the bufinefs before them. 

I heartily lament, added he, that Parliament was not aflem-* 
bled in November in the ufual manner, though u be certainly 
true that events of great fooment haive happened fince that time^i 
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yet it IS equally true that there were then various circtimftances 
aftually exifting, and more that were eafily to be forefeeh) 
•yrhich made it highly expedient that Parliament fllould be fit- 
ting ; but if Minifters doubted of the propriety of calling Par- 
liament fo early, why did not they at leaft referve to themfelves 
the power of meeting any emergency, by advifing a fliort pro- 
rogation inftead of a long one ? Why this plain, natural, ob* 
vious method, which would have removed every diflSculty, was 
* not taken, it is impoflible for me to conceive. 

Some have thought that Minifters have be^n too hafty in 
their preparations. I fhould make a very different complaint 
were I difpofed to complain. I cannot but regret that they 
were induced to depart from a line of policy, which till that 
time, this country invariably purfued. I cannot but lament 
that France has been fufFered to ride triumphantly with a fu- 
perior fleet, both in the Weft' Indies and in the Mediterranean. 
But I will not prefs this fubjeft ; I will not dwell upon that 
which is now remedilefs ; but will look forward', being anx- 
ious, exceedingly anxious, that the motion before you (hould 
meet with your unanimous concurrence. I am convinced that 
fuch unanimity is, 'at this time, of great national importance. 
I will not, my LrOrds, attempt to eftimate the degree of dan* 
ger that has threatened us, or continues to threaten us at pre- 
fent ; but I am free to fay, that though I am not naturally a 
defponding politician, there has been that of late in the fitu* 
ation of this country, which has been to me matter of feriout 
alarm. 

Is it 9 thing of little importance, that the moft unwearied 
pains have been taken to poifon the minds of the multitude by 
diffeminating, at great expence, fuch expence as no private 
purfe can fupply, the moft pernicious doftrines, fubverfive of 
all order, all government, and ftriking direSly at the root of 
this conftitution ? It will, I think, be admitted to me, that 
in the eftimating any political danger, you are not to calculate 
merely the probabUity of fuccefs, but are alfo to take into the 
account, and conftantly keep in view, the nature of the attempt, 
he charaSer and difpofition of thofe who make it, and the 
confequences if they fliould fucceed. What then do thefe le- 
vellers intend ? Not this or that partial change, this or that 
fuppofed improvement ; they avowedly ftrike at the whole j 
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they wiih to level with the ground that venerable fabric that 
has flood forages, that has been fo long the pride and glory of 
this country, the admiration and envy of every other. They 
fpeak with irreverence of monarchy, they fpeak of Parliaments 
with contempt. They fay that taxes, if neceflary, muft be 
impofcd in fome other nianner ; that there muft be a National 
AfTembly, and, as they call it, a new order of things. If 
fuch attempts ihould fucceed, the confequence, the necelTary 
inevitable confequence, would be inftant and irreparable ruia.- 
,The noble Secretary of State has adduced many proofs of a 
concert between thefe levellers at home, and perfons in foreign 
parts. He has alfo proved, by authentic documents, the reign- 
ing and avowed principles of the National Convention. I will 
beg leave to add one or two paffages from the fame author his 
JLordHiip lad quoted, whom I perfonally knew \ feen him I 
bave, but in his happier hour y when he confined himfelf to literary 
purfuits, and was contented with literary fartie. He is now a * 
Legiflator, and in an elaborate addrefs to the Dutch or Bata- 
vians, as he calls them, after exhorting them to union, that 
is, to alter their fubfifting Government, and form a democracy 
like that of France, he fay^ " Such union between free Slates 
is their primary want, their deareft intereft, fo long as the 
earth is ftained by the exiftence of a King, and by the abfgr- 
dity of hereditary Government, fo long as this fli^meful pro* 
dudion of ignorance and folly remains unprofcribed by the 
Mniverfal confent of mankind.** In another place he fays, 
(bear with me, my Lords, whilft I repeat it,) ** George the 
Third fees with anxious furprife that throne totter under him, 
which is founded on fophiftry, and which republican truths 
havefapped to its very foundation." I trauflate literally, and 
hold the original in my hand, if any noble Lord wifties to fee 
it. To fuch language, on which I forbear all comment, this 
and every fucceeding day will furnifli the beft reply. They * 
will (hew that not only Parliament, but a vaft majority of the. 
People, (however the minds of fome may have been poifoned): 
have the moft grateful fenfe of the numberlefs bleffings they 
have enjoyed under the mild, provident, and beneficent go- 
vernment of the Houfe of Brunfwick. Every day will IhjBW 
we have learnt, from the uninterrupted experience of more 
than a century, that limited hereditary monarchy, poifed and 
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balanced as ours was at the glorious revolution, is, for a great 
country like this, the beft form of Government that ever was 
framed. It unites more of the advantages of the diiFereni 
forms, as they are technically calledj^ than ever in any one 
fyftem was combined. To the vigour, energy, difpatch, and 
fecrccy of a ftrong executive, direfted by one governingjiiind, 
it joins the fulleft proteSion of the rights of the fubje^ under 
the dominion of equal law : it unites, in a wordj the largeft 
portion of real rational civil liberty, that ever was enjoyed by 
man. I know I fpeak your Lordfliips' general fentiments. 
Thefe fentiments, thefe opinions, are written upon our minds, 
rooted in our hearts, caft and mingled with our very frame. 
We are not to be driven from them by the frantic ravings of 
wild enthufiafm, or the bafe artifices of defigning men. But 
the attempt itfelf is matter of moinent, and deferves the con* 
ftant attention of Adminiftration. In all their proper endea- 
vours to check the progrefs of the evil, to dete£t fuch defigns, 
and to reftore the deluded multitude to that tranquillity of mind 
that is neceflary to their happinefs, and not immaterial to ours, 
Minifters will, I hope, meet with the moft general fupport. 
They are, by their fituation, called to take the lead in this 
bufmefs ; but the caufe they defend is not, cannot be, more 
their caufe than it is ours. I mean them no compliments ; I 
have all the refpeft due to their perfonal charafters. Their 
meafures, as thinking them erroneous, I have frequently op- 
pofed, and may have occafion to db fo again ; but, my Lords, 
under this, or any poffible Adminiftration, my line of conduft, 
with regard to this great point, would have been the fame.— 
Nothing is more diftinfl: and feparate than the caufe of this 
or that Adminiftration, and the caufe of Government abftraft- 
cdly confidered. The fupport of Government, in times of 
danger more efpecially, is matter of univerfal concern. When 
any danger threatens the exifting Government and Conftitution 
of my country, I am called by the voice of duty to join in their 
defence. I cannot fhrink from, or elude that duty, by faying 
to myfelf, " I do not like thefe Minifters ; I wifh the Admi-. 
jiiftration was indifferent, and, as I may think, in abler hands." 
It is not this dr that Minifter, this or that denomination of 
men, that I join upon occafions like thefe. I range myfelf un- 
der the broad banner of the Conftitution. I add one to the 
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great phalanx that is to fhield it from the poifoned arrows di- 
reflied againft it. I join in the defence of tbat^ which, whilft 
it remains inviolate, tnuft afford numberlefs bleffings and com- 
forts to us all ; but which, if ever it fliould receive a mQrtal 
wound, if ever it ftiould fall, muft, in its fall, bring immedi- 
ate univerfal ruin. 

His Lordfhip concluded with faying, that after having de- 
tained the Houfe fo long, he would add but a very few words 
upon another moft important buGnefi, which muft come be- 
fore them in another (hape. I am as anxious, added he, as 
any man to preferve the public tranquillity. We all know that 
the beft wayto preferve it, is to provide efFeftually for an in- 
ternal defence. I know the bleffings of peace ; I know the 
calamities infeparable even from profperous war : but, my 
Lords, as much as I value the bleffings of peace, (no man can 
prize them more) I fhall ever be of opinion, that even thofe 
bleffings may be bought too dear. They muft not bepurchafed 
by the intolerable facrifice of the national honour* 

Lord RAWDON faid, he came down to the Houfe, con- 
fident that the King's Minifters would have affigned fuch ob- 
vious reafons for their conduft, as would have entitled them 
to the approbation of the whole Houfe — A noble Duke had 
demanded where the infurreftion was which gave fanftion to 
their precipitate meafures ? No fatisfafiory information could 
be obtained on that head, and it was fair to infer that no tu- 
mults exifted ; a mere apprehenfion of danger did not warrant 
the calling out of the militia; and it would appear, that one 
error had been committed by way of apology for another. He 
adverted to the difpofition of the Catholics in Ireland, and re- 
commended to that Government to pay fome attention to their 
petition, or rather claims. 

Lord STANHOPE gloried that he lived under a Conftltu- 
tion which, in principle, excelled all others, ancient and 
modern. It provided againft every poffible exigency, andren-r 
dered revolutions unnecelfary, by furnifliing us with the means 
of adding to its utility^ or retrenching its fuperfluities as occa- 
fion might require. At an early period of life, the noble Lord 
faid, he had a turn for philofophical refearches, and, in order 
to purfue his ftudies, he was introduced to the itioft learned 
Qiep Pn the Continent j among others^ he had contr^ded ^a 
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intimacy with M. Condorcet, whofe reputation lie wiQied to 
refcue from the afperfions that had been thrown out againft 
him by a noble Lord (Grenville) relative to a paragraph in 4 
Farifian paper. — His Lordlhip read a letter from that gentle- 
man, declaring in the mod unequivocal terms, that it was the 
height of folly for the Englifli to engage in any fcheme which 
might fubvert the Conftitution of the\r country, which was 
very juftly ftyled the aggregate wifdom of ages. As a citizen 
of the world, and a friend to mankind, his Lordfhip exprefled 
the moft heartfelt fatisfaftion, that the officious interference 
and ambitious views of the confederacy againft the liberty of 
France had been fruftrated. — ^That monfter, the Duke of 
Brunfwick, merited the execration of every man of feelings 
for publifhing a manifefto of his intention to put half a million 
of his fellow-creatures to the fword ; had he realized this pious 
refolution, it would have exceeded the wanton ferocity of Nero 
or Caligula. The confequent maflacres on the loth of Au- 
guft, alluded to by fome of their Lordftiips, were imputable to 
this manifefto ; and if the right honourable Secretary had not a 
more authentic fource of information, as to the affairs of 
France, than a public newfpaper, little credit was due to his 
aflertions. 

Lord PORCHESTER approved of the conduft of miniftry,' 
but faid, that the meafure of calling out the nailitia at this, fea- 
fon was peculiarly fevere upon the fubftitutes, who having 
engaged at a certaii\fum to perform a duty which was fixed 
and fettled by the law, were now called upon to perform a 
double duty, contrary to the terms of their engagement. His 
Lordfliip had no objeftion to evince his loyalty to Hi§ Majefty, 
and his attachment to the true principles of the Conftitution • 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE, after a fliort preface, 
mftved an amendment, by leaving out two paragraphs of the 
addrefs, which brought on a defultory converfation, in which 
the Duke of Norfolk, Earls Fitzwilliam and Carlifle, took a 
part. 

Several noble Lords intimated their intention of difcuffingr 
the fubjeft of the armaojent at a future day, when the Speaker 
put the motion for the amendment, which was negatived with- 
/out a divifion. The addrefs was then put and carried in the 
(^ifiym^tiv!?, 
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A Committee was formed to prepare the addrefs. It was 
itported, and the Lords with White Staves ordered to take 
His.Majefty's pleafure, when he will be waited on with the 
£une at St. James's Palace. — Adjourned. 

Friday y 14/A December. 

At three o'clock their Lordfhips met, when they were in- 
fenned by the Marquis of Salifbury, that His Majefty was 
ready to receive the addrefs. The Houfe proceeded to St..' 
Jamej^s and prefented the addrefs, after which they returned, 
SQ^'.^yithput; tranfaSing any other bufinefs, adjourned. 

* Monday y 17/A December. 

Lord KENYON informed their Lordfhips, that the addrefs 
to His Majefty had been prefented, to which he was pleafed 
to make the following anfwer : 

My Lords, 
/ thank you for this very loyal and dutiful addrefs. Tour ex.-- 
frejjions of affeStionaie attachment to myperfon^ and of zeal for the 
maintenance of the Conftitutiony are peculiarly acceptable to me at 
this conjuncture ; and I am fatisfiedy that, whatever may be the 
tourfe of future events, thefpirit and loyalty which you have ma^ 
nifefledon this occafion willbeproduSlive of the happieji conftquences 
to my people* 

Lord LOUGHBOROUGH called the attention of the 
Houfe to a circumftance which had efcaped their notice pre*^ 
vious to the prorogation of the lad feflions of Parliament. 

In the year 1738 a temporary aft paffed the Legiflature, en- 
titling perfons charged in execution in a fum lefs than 200I. to 
their enlargement, upon making a bona fide furrender of their 
eiFefts for the benefit of their creditors. This aft, after under- 
going various revivals and modifications, extended the fum to 
aool. The time of its duration expired laft feflions ; and the 
Legiflature, from the contemplation of a bill upon a larger 
fcale, had omitted to revive this ; fo that many debtors were 
precluded the benefit of this falutary aft, ^fter having been at 
the expence of petitioning. The noble Lord produced a bill, 
extending the fum to 300I. which he conceived would meet' 
the^ approbation of the Houfe, as that addition was propor«' 
tionate to the increafed extent of credit. 
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Read a fird time. 

Lord RAW DON faid, that he trufted the learned Lord's 
ideas in this bill did not interfere with that bill of which ha 
(Lord Rawdon) had given notice in the laft (effion of Parlia- 
ment, (" A bill for the relief of debtors who were really in- 
folvent, and who had not wantonly made away with their pro- 
perty") • ' 

Lord LOUGHBOROUGH, in reply, ftated, that this bill 
did not interfere with the noble Lord's bill : It was merely a 
renewal of an old aft of Parliament, with a trifling alteration 
as to the fum to whiclf it extended. 

Lord CARLISLE ft id, that however he might have diflfer- 
cd as to the expediency of the late war in India, when he con- 
fidered how much it would probably have involved this country^ 
yet he was aware that now it had concluded, fome teftimony of 
e{leem ought to be (hewn to the gallant commander, and the 
troops that aded under him in India. After apologizing for ^ 
what he fuppofed muft come of coi^rfe from Lord Grenville> 
he moved, 

'* That-a vote of thanks fliould be prefented to the Marquis 
Cornwallisy for his dldinguifhed military fervices in India ; 
and alfo for bringing the war in that country to a happy termi-^ 
nation. 

His Lordfliip next moved for^a vote of thanks to Generals 
Meadows and Abercrombie, for their brave and gallant conduA 
during the war in India. Arid then, . 

That a fimilar vote (houldbe given to Officers, Subalterns, 
&c. for their meritorious fervices under the command of the 
noble Marguis during the war in India. 

Lord GRENVILLE expreflcd his warmeft concurrence, 
^nd was happy, he faid, in having the honour to fecond the 
motion^ 

Lord RAWDON faid, though he was foreftalled by the 
noble Lord who made the motion, ftill he could not refrain 
from manifefting his entire approbation of the brilliant feryices 
rendered by the noble Earl. He was well convinced of the mi- 
litary talents of his Lordfliip, while ferving in America, iwho 
though on that occafion lefs fortunate, was not the leis entitled 
to his humble encomium^ and the approbation of their Lord- 
fiiips. 
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The Refolution pafled nem. con. 

Lord LAUDERDALE complained of the tedious progrefs 
in inveftigating the merits of the contefted eleSions of Scotch 
Peers. He had, after mature confideration, conceived a plan 
that would confiderably abate the evil, and would on the firft 
open day make a motion to this efFeft, when he (hould alfo 
move for the attendance of the judges. 

Lord GRENVILLE, afterdating hisreafons why it Was 
inconvenient to enter farther on the trial of Mr. Haftings be- 
fore the holidays, moved that their Lordfhips (hould, on the 
firft Tuefday in February, refume the trial, and that a meflagc 
fliould be fent to the Houfe of Commons accordingly. Agreed 
to. -Adjourned till Wednefday. ^ 

, Wednejdayy V^th December, 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that the vaft number of fo- 
jcigners and aliens now in this country, and the difpoiitions 
aod pradlices of fome of them had given the officers of Go- 
vernment fufpicion of their evil intentions towards this coun- 
try. He fliould not enter into the merits of the bill which he 
iio«iv ,held in his hand, as it was his intention to fubmit the 
. pr opriety of having it printed, in order tha,t all the provifions 
of it might be well underftood by their Lbrdlhips when the 
principle of the bill came under confideration at the fecond 
rea ding. The general view of the bill was to provide againft 
any evil that might be apprehended from the great number of 
foreigners in this country. In former days the prerogative of 
the Crown of ilfelf governed cafes of this nature, and that 
prerogative was confidered to be very extenfive ; for a length 
of time, however, this power had not been exercifed, and 
perh aps fome might think it obfolete. This bill had no refe- 
renc e to that fubjeft : it neither increafed nor diminifhed the 
prer< )gative of the Crown ; the law on that point fliould re- 
main entirely untouched by this bill. 

The bill was then read a firft time, and ordered to be print- 
ed. The title is, " A bill to regulate aliens," &c. It was 
afterwards ord<5red to be read a fecond time on Friday next, 
for which day, of courfe, their Lordftiips will be fummoned. 

Adjourned. 
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Thurfdayy 7.0th December^ 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, he came down to 
the Houfe under an imprcflion that Lord Grenville had moved 
the fecond reading of the Aliens' Regulation bill : he was glad 
to find it flood for to-morrow, and would move that the Lords 
be fummoned. He faid he difapproved equally, and would 
oppofe the principle of the bill and all the claufes of it. He 
was likewife forry . to think that Minifters fcemed to hurry it 
through the Houfe with an indecent precipitation. 

Adjourned. 

Friday y 2 iji December, 

Lord GRENVILLE having moved the order of the day for 
the fecond reading of the bill for eflabliihing regulations re- 
fpefling aliens arriving in this kingdom, or refident therein, 
in certain cafes. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE rofe. His Lordfliip 
cbierved, that the diflurbanees in a neighbouring kingdom 
having driven a very conflderable number of its inhabitants 
into this, it certainly was become a fubje£l of ferious confi- 
deration what (hould be done with them. Since his arrival in 
town he had attended a meeting of one of the charitable focic- 
ties eftabli(hed for procuring thefe friendlefs foreigners relief; 
and he found that more than one month ago there were not 
fewer than 7000, he might perhaps venture to fay near 8000, 
perfons of this defcription who had taken fhelter in England, 
Their only refource was in the humanity and generofity of the 
EngliOi nation, which had certainly been nobly exercifed in 
their behalf; but when he (hould ftate that the expence of fup- 
porting them amounted to nearly loool. a week, their Lord- 
fhips muft be convinced that the benevolence of individuals 
muft foon become inadequate to the claims upon it, which 
were daily increafing^ He had heard that Miniflers had it in 
contemplation to. fend thefe unfortunate refugees to the wef- 
tern part of Canada, there to give them grants of lands, and 
enable them to form fettlements. He very much approved of 
the nntsafure; but was of opinion, that, before it was carried 
into execution, this country ought to take fome ftep to try 
what France might ultimately do for thefe poor people, whom 
the ruling powers in that nation had thought proper to baniih. 
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Poffibly (he might confent to receive them back again, or cgn- 
tribute to the means of their fupport in exile. How the opi- 
nion of France on this fubjedl might be procured was the only 
difficulty that could be feen in the cafe. For his own part, he 
did not confider the difficulty as infurmountabk ; for we 
might do that to which he was forry to find there was an ob- 
jeftion — we might fend a Minifter to Paris to treat direftly on 
this head. His Lordfhip faid that it was not for this purpofe 
alone that he wifhed to have a eommunication with France : 
there was another objeft which interefted every man of feeling, 
every man of virtue, juftice, and humanity — he meant the 
impending fate of the unfortunate King, whom it muft be the 
wifh of every poble Lord in that Houfe, and of every man in 
the nation, to fave from the horrors of that fate which it 
might be feared awaited him. He was not difpofed to flatter 
that Prince, though if flattery could ever be excufable, it 
would be when it was offered to a perfon in diftrefs; but 
truth compelled him to fay, that if ever Prince had merits to 
plead with his people, it was Louis XVL During a reign of 
fixteen years, it was his conflant ftudy to make them happy ; 
and during that period he never once, till within. the lall fix 
months, entertained a thought of confuhing his own intereft, 
as diftinft from that of his fubjeds. Such a King was not a 
fit objed for punifliment, and to fcreen him from it every na- 
tion ought to interpofe its good offices ; but England, above 
all, was bound to do fo, becaufe he had reafon to believe that 
what had encouraged the French to bring him to trial was the 
precedent eftablifhed by England in the unfortunate and dif- 
graceful cafe of Charles the Firfl. He believed at the fame 
time that no nation could interpofe with fo much effed in be- 
half of the ill-fated Monarch at Paris as the Englifh ; for he 
was fully perfuaded that the French entertained a Jiigh opinion 
of the judgement of the Englifli, of their juftice, and of their 
honour, which had been fo ftrongly manifefted by the exaft 
neutrality obferyed by the Britifh Government during the 
courfe of the French Revolution. It was the duty of Eng- 
land to ftand forward on this occafion to prevent a cataftrophe 
which probably would never have been thought of, "had not 
<he brought one of her Monarchs to the block ; and it was 
4Qubly their duty, as it was probable that, were flie to oego^' 
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ciate for the life of the unfortunate Prince to whom he alludedi, 
flie would not negotiate in vain. He was happy in having 
received the intelligence this day of a nature which gave him 
ground for hoping that we (hould not be called upon to a£l haf- 
tily againft France ; fo^ by a letter from Holland he ,was af-* 
furcd that our allies, the Dutch, did not confider the opening 
of the Scheldt as a matter of fuch confequence as to make 
them run the hazard of a war for the purpofe of preventing it^ 
and that they therefore had determined not to call upon Eng- 
land to aflid her in maintaining the exclufive navigation of 
that rjver. He did not hefitate to pronounce this a Wife deter- 
mination ; and he believed it 'would have been prudent had 
they never thought of fhutting up the Scheldt. Every one 
knew that, down from the time of Sir William Temple, the 
great ftrength of Holland, the principal fource of her wealth, 
was the fifliery, for which Amfterdam was much more com- 
modioufly Ctuated than Antwerp. He was not able to fee 
how England had been brought to concur in fliutting up rivets ; 
for what nation could derive fo much advantage Trom an open 
and free navigation as that which carried on the mod extenfive 
trade in the world ? Of late years a policy hoftile to exclu- 
fion had begun to gain ground : in the treaty which he had had , 
the fortune to conclude, and which put an end to the laft war^ 
he had not loft fight of this policy, for he had ftipulated for a. 
free navrgation of the Miffiffippi, though the pofleflions which 
we had on its banks were fo infignificant as fcarcely to be 
worth mentioning. It was from the navigation of the river^ 
and not from thefe pofleflions, that he looked in time for folid 
advantages to the trade ai>d profperity of England. He re- 
joiced that the Dutch had given up the exclufive navigation of 
the Scheldt, not merely on account of the advantages which we 
might derive from the opening of it, but chiefly becaufe we 
fliould by fuch a meafure be freed from the necefllty of going 
to war. In that cafe, therefore, Minifters might not find it a 
difficult matter to reconcile it to their feelings to open a com* 
munication with France, and negociate with her not merely 
on our account, but on that of other powers of Europe adtually 
at war, and endeavour to prevent the carnage and expence of 
another campaign. Auftria and Pruflia muft have fufFercd fo 
awch for the laft, as not to find it an eafy matter to provide 
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the means of carrying on another at fo great a diftance from 
the center of their ftrength. Germany, he believed, was not 
prepared to refift the torrent of French opinions, even from 
the ftations which the French armies at this moment occupied^ 
and though they fhould proceed no farther. Pruflia, he would 
venture to fay, would foon return to her old prejudices in fa- 
vour of an alliance with France, and negociatc a pbace** 
Auftria would foon be without refources ; for though fhe was 
ufually ftrong when (he was at war with the Turks, it was .not 
the cafe when (he was at war with France. The reafon was 
obvious ; for when (he took the field againft the former, her 
capital generally flowed back into her own country ; but when 
flie aded againft the French her money was fpent at fuch a 
diftance from home, that it was fcarcely po(rible it fhould find 
its way back. One of the great caufes of the prefent im- 
menfe wealth of England was the new fyftem of keeping her 
capital at home, inliead of fending it abroad to enrich the 
lands, commerce, and manufadlures of foreign nations : 
hence it was, that when there was a queftion of n^aking ca- 
nals, or opening a new road to fpeculation, the fums which 
individuals were ready to adventure were aftonifhingly great. 
Thefe advantages would ,be loll by a foreign war, which would 
carry the capital out of the cduntry, and enrich other powers 
at our expence. Our Miniftei^s Ihould, therefore, be very care- 
ful how they encouraged Auftria and Pruflia to profecutc the 
prefent war, becaufe it was impofTible that thofe powers (hould 
be able to do fo without our millions, which, once fent to 
Germany, would never find their way back to England. Fory 
thefe reafons he was ftrongly for adhering to the fyftem of 
neutrality hitherto obferved by jGreat Britain : his voice wa» 
for peace abroad, and union at home ; and for the attainment 
of thefe objefts he thought it would be found policy in us to 
negociatc with France ^ we were great, we were powerful ; 
the French efteemed us, and confequently we might be furc 
that we ibould be able to negociate with effeft. But as two 
points in particular, namely, the fate of the King of France, 
and the fituatiori of the French refugees irf this country, were 
of a very prefling nature, he had drawn up two refolutions on 
thefe two points, which he would ftrongly recommend to the 
ferious confideration of their Loi^dfhips, He had tak^n great 
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pains in the Wording thenii for the purpofe of removing ob- 
je£lions to them on both fides of the water, and rendering 
them as palatable as poflible both to the ruling powers of 
France and of England. Here he read the two refolutions : 
one of them recommended that an " addrefs be prcfented to 
His Majefty, entreating His Majefty's royal interference, by 
way of negociation, with the perfons in the pofleffion of the 
executive power of France, for the purpofe of averting the 
fate of Louis XVI. \' and the other was relative to the 
French emigrants in this country, His Lordfliip faid, he 
was anxious only about the fubflance of the refolutions, and 
ihould he fucceed in procuring the approbation of the Houfe 
as to that, he would readily confent to any alteration in the 
words which their Lordlhips might propofe. He had two 
objeds in view : one was to fave the life of an unfortunate 
and deferving Prince, which he trufted might be attained, 
when it fhould be known in France that it was the unani* 
mous wifli of all defcriptions of men in England that he 
IhouW not fufFer ; the other, to try if it was not poflible to 
procure for the French refugees in this country fome relief 
from the Government of their own. Both objefts he confi* 
dered as attainable. With refpedl to the former, he meant 
that whoever (hould be ^ent to France by His Majefty (hould 
be allowed all the means likely to render his miflion fuccefs- 
ful : he meant he ftiould be empowered to employ all means 
ihort of war to fave France, to fave Europe, to fave human 
nature from the difgrace of the aft which all would tleplore, 
and every one would wiih to avert. With refpeft to the re- 
fugees, he declared he was influenced by no one motive that 
was perfonalto himfelu • He muft, however, acknowledge, 
that himfelf and family, in common with all Engliflimen of 
any diftinftion, had experienced at the hands of many of 
thofe unfortunate people the greateft kindnefs, attention, and 
hofpitality; to the French clergy in particular they were 
greatly indwbted on this head \ for it was well known by all 
foreigners, that in France it was chiefly the clergy who did 
the honours of the nation. Thefe worthy and hofpitable men, 
driven from their houfes and from their property, had claims 
upon the generofity of Englifh men, which had been moft 
Itendfomcly admitted, and which he trufted vv^ould continue 
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to be admitted until fiich time as France would become more 
juft to a mod deferving body of fubjefts, or until England 
(hould have, fumiflied them with the means of forming fet- 
tlements in Canada, and thus providing for their future fup- 
port. Having thus explained the grounds and pbjefts of hi^ 
refolution, the noble Marquis concluded by moving, 

** That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty^ 
praying that he may be gracioufly pleafed to poirfue fuch 
meafures as in his wifdom he may deem meet, by fendi.ng a 
Minifter, or other wife, to France, to reprefent his feelings 
for the unhappy fituation of Louis XVI., and to ufe his beft 
endeavours in exhorting them not to fuffer any danger ta 
arife to his perfon." 

,Alfo, " That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Ma- 
jefty, praying that he may be gracioufly pleafed to fend a 
proper perfon to France, to manifeft his compaflion for the 
fituation of the unfortunate emigrants in this country, re- 
prefenting that they are threatened with famine, but that he 
is ready to concert fuch meafures as may yield relief to thofe 
unfortunate people, by giving them a fettlement in the wef- 
tern parts of Canada, and requefting that they may be made 
fpme reftitution by the French nation." 

He had, after much deliberation, he declared, worded 
thefe refolutions, that they might be acceptable to all parties^ 
and he was particularly cautious not to fuffer a recognition 
of the Republic to be involved in the propofitionS which he 
had the honour of fubmitting to their Lordfhips. 

Lord GRENVILLE ftrongly oppofed the motion. Hft 
faid, though the noble .Marquis had taken fuch pains to ren^. 
der the wording of his refolution unobjeftionable,. he never 
in his life heard words that had conveyed fo much horror to. 
his mind as thbfe which the noble Marquis had adopted... 
The manner in which the unfortunate Monarch in queftion. 
was defcribed, was precifely that which was ufed by thofe 
who were at prefent heaping upon that amiable Prince every 
fpecies of indignity. The only appellation they gave him 
was that of ** Louis XVL" — ^an appellation purpofcly meant 
to point out the man as diftin£l from the King, as di{lin£t 
from the kingly office and dignity, which they theaifelvesj 
bad ftvorn to maintain te him and to his po{lerity« This. 
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was not the way in which England was accuftomed to treat 
the fovereigns of Europe; and he trufted their Lordfhips 
would have too much regard for their own honour, and for 
that of their country, to adopt the language of men whofe ac- 
tions were calculated to infpire horror and deteftation. The 
objeSiQn which he had to the wordmg went alfo to the form, 
without which a negociation could not be carried on. He 
would fiippofe for a moment, but merely for the fake of argu- 
ment, for he confidered the thing as really untrue that it was 
polTible to find an Englifliman fo loft to a fenfe of honour, 
virtue, and humanity, as to undertake to negociate with per- 
fons of this defcription. He would afk to whom he ihould 
addrefs himfelf, With whom (hould he ncg.Kiate, where Ihould 
he find the perfons on whom the fate of Louis XVI . aSually 
depends ? He believed that any man who had attentively 
-confidered the fluctuation of affairs in France for fome time 
paft would find it a very difficult matter to anfwer ihefe quef- 
tions. He had another fubftantial objeftion to the refolution, 
and that was, that, however guarded the noble Marquis had 
been in framing it, he had contrived, by putting in the words, 
" confiftent with the refpedl due to an independent nation," 
to make it amount, at leaft by implication, to a recognition of 
the Government at prefent fubfifting in that country. He, 
for one, would never confent that England Ihould be the hrft 
nation in Europe to recognife a Government fo created, fo 
cftabliihed, and fo conftituted. The nobje Marquis had faid, 
that his objeft in making this motion was to try, if poilibie, to 
avert the dreadful fate hanging over an unfortunate Prince ; 
and that he hoped it might be accompliihed, when it Ihould be 
known in France that the EngliQi nation unanimoufly wifhed 
that fo foul a ftain as the execution of that virtujus Monarch 
flttjuld not difgrace human nature. If it was ppflible that the 
opinion of England on this point (hould have fuch wel^^nt on 
the prefent rulers in France as to make them, through rcfpeft 
for it, fpare the life of a Prince which they cannot deftroy 
but in contempt of juftice and humanity ; tliat opinion was 
already known in Paris : it was well known there, that it was 
the opinion of every man, in every ftation in Great Britain, 
and confequehtly there was not the leaft necefljty for fending 
;m AmbsUr^dor to that city for the purpofe pf making known 
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there that fentiment of which no man in France was ignorant. 
The noble Marquis had thought proper to go into much extra- 
neous matter, and had communicated to the Houfe an article 
of intelligence, and of no fmall importance in the prefent ftatc 
of public affairs, namely, that by a letter from Holland he had 
been informed that the Dutch did not confider the exclufive 
navigation of the Scheldt as a matter of fufficient confequencc 
to warrant them in hazarding a war to maintain it ; and that 
they had therefore refolved not to oppofc the navigation of that 
xiver. It was not for him to fay what foundation the corre- 
fpondent of the noble Marquis had for fending him fuch infor- 
mation ; all he could fay, that he, one of His Majefty*s Mi- 
niflers, had received no fuch intelligence, and was a ilranger to 
any fuch determination on the part of the Dutch. As little 
was it for him to look back a hundred years to confider whe- 
ther it was found policy to allow' Holland the exclufive navi- 
gation of the Scheldt^ or whether it was ufeful to her ; all he 
had to confider was, that by a fpecific treaty flie had referved 
it to herfelf ; that by a fpecific treaty we were pledged to gua- 
rantee it to her ; and that fhould'lhe call upon us for a fpecific 
performance of our engagements, we were bound by honour, 
good faith, and ^ regard to the general benefit of Europe, to 
lland forward and fulfil with fidelity the facred obligation 
which we had contrafted to prevent the opening of the Scheldt 
againft the will of Holland* The noble Marquis had thought 
proper alfo to make many obfervations refpedling Pruffia and 
Auftria. What fteps thefe two powers would deem it prudent 
to purfue, was not for any one but themfelves to fay ;. no 
doubt but they would be governed in the adoption of meafures 
by a due regard to their own honour and fafety, and the gene- 
ral fecurity of Europe. With refpeft to the French refugee* 
who were the fubjefts of the fecond refolution, he had to ob-. 
ferve, that it was the peculiar diftinftion of England, that 
when they 'Were driven 'from almoft every other country in 
Europe, they had found an afylum here, and experienced the 
generofity and hofpitality which were the pride and charafte- 
riftics of Engliflimcn. He would never confent to forego that 
proud diftin^lion, by fending an Ambaflador to France to aik 
leave for England to be charitable and humane. He would 
pot aik her leave for E^ngland to beftow upon thefa uafonunatc 
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men wbsitever in their liberality Engliflimeii fliduld be difpofed 
to give them ; it would be a degrading ilep to England to fend 
a Minifter for fiich purpofes. The dignity of the country 
would be fullied if either of the meafures pointed out by the 
refolutions of the noble Marquis were adopted, and therefore 
he was determined to give his negative to both. 

The Duke of NORFOLK admitted that therewas ground 
for fome of the objefiions urged by the noble Secretary of 
State to the wording of the refolution then under their Lbrd- 
ihips' conCderation. He thought, however, that if the fubftance 
fhould be deemed unobje6lionabIe^ the wording might be fo 
altered, as to infure a general concurrence in favour of the mea- 
fiire propofed by the noble Marquis. He felt that it was indecent 
the unfortunate Prince in queftion fhould be ftiled fimply L^uis 
XVI., but this difficulty might be eafily removed cither by the 
infertion of the words ** The Moft Chriftian King" before 
the name, or by entering on the Journals a declaration that it 
was through compaifion for the ftate of the Moft Chriftian 
King, that the refolution, as propofed by the noble Marquis^ 
had been carried. The noble Secretary of State ^ad aikcd to 
whom an Ambaifador fhould addrefs himfelf in France* and 
where he fhould find the perfons on whom the fate of Louis 
XVI. adually depended. The anfwer was pretty obvious ;— 
every one knew there was in Parii a Minifter for Foreign Af- 
fairs> to whom our Ambaffador would of courfe addrefs him'* 
felf, and who would communicate his difpatches and confer* 
ences to the Executive Council, 00 if necefTary, to the Con* 
yention. His Grace was of opinion, that a dire£t communi- 
cation with the people in power in France might be produdive 
of the moft happy confequences : our Ambaifador might be 
able to prefs upon them, how injurious had been to England 
the precedent on which France feemed at prefent to be ading ; 
what calamities it had brought upon her ; and how foon fhe 
had been obliged to reftore monarchy In order to put an end ta 
anarchy at home. Reafoning by analogy he might fhew dftt 
France would not only do a humane and a juft a£l in fparing 
the unfortunate King's life, but that it would be her inteseft to 
do it. Such a iQode of proceeding could not hurt the pride or' 
independence of France on one hand, or fink die dignity of 
England on the other j for as our Ambaflador would have m^ 
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thing to a(k for his own countryy it would appear that his 
miffion could have no other obje(% than that of humanity ; and 
there was reafon to hope that fo diirnterefled^ and at the fame 
time fo honourable an cmbafly, would be li|^ely to be produc- 
tive of that happy iflire which every noble Lord, and every 
man,in the nation n>oft earneftly wiftied for. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE did not expeft to have 
heard fo much> and in fuch lofty terms, of the dignity^f this 
country, and refufing to treat with other powers. The prefent 
kiftance recalled to his memory the proceedings of this country 
V previous to the American war. The fame abufive and degra- 
ding terms were applied to the Americans that were now ufed 

* to the National Convention, the fame conlequences might 
follow* As to Great Britain letting herfelf down by nego- 

^ tiating with France, he could not fee how fach an expreffion 
applied, when we were aflcing nothing for ourfelves by that 
negotiation^ nor iiippUcating them but for their own benefit.- 
This opinion of dignity put him in mind of the old'ftory of 
the Spani(h Grandee, who difmilied his fervant becaiufe h& 
touched him to fave hint from falling. As to the queftion of, 
"Whom are we t© negociate with I he thought it was of no c(mi- 
feqiience with whom, for if the end propofed by fending an 
Ambaflador was good and laudable, every means ought to-be 
taken, and every perfon negotiated with, that could obtain 
that end* As to the National Convention,* and thofc who 
compofed it, he did not know that they were fuch chara£ler9 
as they had been called; he could not believe fo, and as a gen- 
. tleman and a- foreigner he would not fay fo» Many of their 
decrees he deprecated, but many traits of noblenefs of fenti- 
ment and charader had likewife appeared in their proceedings. 
Though the condu£t of this country now refedibkd the condij£t 
which began the American war, there was this difference in 

* the Adminifiration, that the Mii^ifler of that day aded on more 
conciliatory principles, and the Minifters at prefent were de- 

^Mrmined and obflinate in all they did, and againfl every othtx 

.^country that they had any thing to do with- 

Lord SYDNEY fpoke againfl the motion. 

The Duke of NORFOLK, perceiving by the difpofitioi^^ 

of the Houfe, that the motion was likely to be rejeded, rofe 

to requeft that the noble Marquis would ratber conient to 
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withdraw it, than run the rifk of having it negatived. The 
confequence of its being negatived might be fatal to the'un* 
fortunate Monarch whom they all wi(hed to fave ; for if, on 
the one hand, it might be of fervice to him that it (hould be 
known in France, that all England wifhed uaanimoufly for ' 
the prefervation of his life, what might be the confequence, if 
it (hould be known, that a motion for interfering to preferve 
that life had been aSually reje£ted by the Houfe of Lords ? 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that what the 
noble Duke had jud urged had great weight with him; he was . 
therefore determined to comply with the Duke's defire, and to 
withdraw his motion ; however, he by no means abandoned . 
the objeft of it ; — on the contrary, it was, in the full confi- 
dence that His Majefty's MiniAers would fomehow or other 
make kaowjri to France the wifhes of the Houfe oa this head, 
that he confented to withdraw the motion* 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE. rofe again, and moved : 
his fecond refolution refpeding an application to Fiance in 
favour of the French Refugees. On the fubjedl of fending 
ambafladors in fimilar inftances, he quoted the precedent of the 
Dutch Ambafladors fent tQ thi^ country during the imprifon- 
ment, and immediately before the execution, of Charles the 
Firft. 

- Lord LOlJ<3HBOROUGH had not heard any argument 
of policy dated for this motion, and would qf courfe op- 
pofe it. It had refted entirely on humanity and liberality, 
though he feared much, even confidered in that point of view, 
it would be of very little effect to take the'ftep propofed. As 
to the precedent quoted by the noble Marquis, it was ob- 
fervable that thefc Ambafladors from Holland prefented them-* 
felves on the 29th of January, and the very next day the King 
was executed ;. and how did they know that the fame thing 
might not happen in France if we. were to interfere? As to 
the en^igrants, many of them fuiTerecl for confcience fake and • 
a'fenfe of honour; their cafe was certainly hard, but not 
likely to be favoured by thofe who now compofed the Executive • 
Qovemment of France. He faid there was no man wbofe 
m|Q4 was not tainted with principles which he chofe rather t^ 
alkid^ . to than enlaige,upon, who could look upon the EvcU 
g^Ui^ with an evil eye ; in bis opinion^ there wa» npthing ta 
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be feared from them. There was in this motion a double in- 
tention ; firft, to obtain relief for the emigrants ; and 
fecondly, as a conciliatory mcafure towards the pre fent Execu- 
tive Government of France. Thefe he confidered as the mo- 
tives ; now as to the firit, the extenfive confifcation and gene- 
ral fweep of their property gave us little to expcft ; in faa, 
it was interferitig when the mifchief was done ; and as to the 
other, there was as little to be expefted in that way. He wa^s 
furprifed to hear the word famine introduced into the motion ; 
there might be m^ny in want, but there was, thank God, nq 
fuch thing as famine in this country. The Minifters with 
iK^om w< would have to negociate, were not Members of the 
Convention, and the Conventioti had already applied great 
part of the property of thofe emigrants ; and aflcing to aflift 
you to cblonize in Canada thefe very men whom they had 
driven out of the country, and whofe property they had con- 
iifcated and applied, was a propofition too abfurd to think that 
they could agree to it.. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE made a fhort reply. He 
thought whatever was done by this country would have a 
great influence in France. He never meant to demand a refti^ 
tution of their property to the emigrants, but he thought 
either a fair indemnity, or fome allowance might be obtained 
for them by our interference. He had no fufpicions of fears 
from their condu£l ; but amongfl 8000 men, there muft be 
many opinions ; and when thofe men had their exigence and 
dependence entirely on the Crown, if fomething was not done 
to put them in a different fituation, 'it was impoffible to fay 
what the confequences muft be. The young were the only 
part of them that he had ever meant flibuld be fent to Canada; 
the old, he trufted, would be maintained, and fuffered to lin** 
gpr out their painful exiftence in this country. 

The Duke of NORFOLK oppofed the motion, upon the 
idea that it was interfering with the internal Government of 
, France, in which we certainly ought to obfcrve a ftri£k neu* 
trality. With regard to the cruelties committed in France, 
and the confifcations of property, we were fur nifhed with no 
proofs of them ; ner ought complaints againft a whole nation 
£>n account of thofe, to enter into our debates. He rcfferred 
to a letter which he lately received from Paris, fbting what 
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was faid there about the opinions in this country, and that 
there were many here ready to join the French for univerfal 
republicanifm. He reprobated the march of the Duke of 
Bfunfwick and his army into France, as the caufe df all the 
confequent pifchief ; and regretted that the Englifli newfpapers 
^cre fo ftriSly prohibited in Paris, elfe they would fee, that 
whatever opinions prevail on other points, the people of this 
country, of all ranks, parties, and defcriptions, were united 
to fupport and preferve the Britilh Conftitution. 

The motion was then put, and negatived without a divi** 
fion. 

The order of the day for the fecond reading of the bill eC- 
tablilhing regulations refpefting Aliens arriving in this king- 
dom, or refidlng therein in certain cafes, being read, 

Lord GRENVILLE, in a fpeech of confiderable length, 
opened the objeA and' intention of the bill. In confequence 
of the order of things that for fome years pad had prevailed in at 
neighbouring kingdom, if, indeed, to fuch a fituation of 
things the word order could in any fenfe be applied, many of 
the natives of that kingdom had found it neceflary to feek re- 
fuge in this. In all the revolutions of parties that occurred in 
that country, thofe who had been at one time in the dire£tion 
of affairs had been compelled by their vi£lorious opponents to 
abandon their country ; many of them, however erroneous in 
principle, and on that fubjed he fliould make fome didindiont 
were undoubtedly innocent in point of intention. This coun- 
try now enjoyed the proud diilin£tion of being almoft the only 
nation of Europe that continued to afford them an afylum* 
From other ftates, impolitically perhaps in his opinion, they 
had been ordered to withdraw. To fuch men fo fituated, wc 
ihould undoubtedly be defirous of affording hofpitality and the 
protection of Britiih compaffion, and of Britifh law, as far af 
we could do fo without endangering our own internal fafcty* 
But with thefe were mixed men of a different defcription, 
againft whofe machinations it- behoved us to guard. The 
events in France, at which humanity (tiuddered, were too well 
known for "him to enlarge upon. He did not mean to con* 
found the princi^e with the a£ts; nor to impute the commif« 
fion of thefe horrprs to the twenty-four millions of the Frenck 
people coUe£liveIy. Far te it fiojdi him to charge fuch aimdf 
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on a whole nation. Bi>t the crimes had been committed, and 
he knew a fubjeft on which he could fay- nlore if this were the 
proper time or place ; that many of the perfons who had been 
mcfft aftiye in the commiflion of thofe crimes were now in this 
country ; that they were conne£ted with perfons in this coun- 
try inimical to the eftablilhed Government ; and were abetted 
and fupported by men, who either now, or formerly^j exer- 
cifed confiderable authority ii^ France. He infifted oh this 
point at' fome length ; and faid, that there undoubtedly had . 
been a defign to produce, by foreign emiffarics, a repetition 
}n this country of the dreadful fcencs that had afBivEled f>ancc. 
The deluded and miftaken people of that courutry were taught 
to believe that the people of this country were ready tp adopt all 
their principles, all their extravagance, all their fanaticifra. , 
Under thefe circumftances, while it was honourable to our 
rank among nations, and our feelings as men, to allewate the 
misfortunes of the innocent, was it not neccflary to guard 
againft the machinationis of thofe who had come among us 
for the moft mifchievous purpofes, and with the moft wicked 
intentions ? He then explained the feveral enafting claufes of 
the bill — that an account and defcription fliall be taken at the , 
feveral ports oi all foreigners arriving in the kingdom \ that fo- 
reigners ftiall not bring with them ^rms or ammunition ; that 
they (hall not depart from the place in which they firft arrive 
without a paflport from the Chief Magiftrate, or two Juftices 
. of the Peace, fpecifyihg the place they are going to ; that on 
altering' a paflport, or obtaining, it under a falfe name, they - 
fhall be banilhed this realm, and if they return, be tranfpprt- . 
ed for life : that the Secretary of State may give any fufpeSed 
alien in charge to one of His Majefty's raeflengers, to be by 
hkn conduced out of the realm ; that His Majefty by procla- ; 
mation. Order in Council, or Sign Manual, may direft aU 
aliens who have arrived fmce January, 1792, other than mer- 
chants, and their menial fervants, to re fide in fuch diftrifls as 
he Ihall think, neceflary for the public fccurity ; that fuch aliens 
(hall give an account of their name and places of refidence to 
th$ Chief Magiftratc, or Jullice of the town or place ; that • 
'they fhall, within a limited time, give an ^account of all arm? 
and ammunition in their poiTclIion, or kept by others. for their 
ufe, and deliver up the fame, except, fuch- as {hall obtain a U.-. « 
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ccnfe from the Secretary of State. He then entered into an 
inquiry refpefting the prerogative of the Crown, on the objeft 
of the bill, and obferved, that althot gh the prerogative by long 
difufe had not become obfolete, yet the means of afting tipoa 
it "were fubjeft to difficulties, and hence arofe the neceflity or 
the prefent bill. 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, that after what the nobic 
Lord had faid, it was unneceflary for him to enlarge upon the 
fubjeft of the bill. He approved of it, becaufe bethought 
fome meafure of this fort ncceflary to quiet the alarm that had 
been excited in the nlinds of the people. It was not on ac- 
count of any perfonal attachment to the prefent adminiftration 
that he fupported it. He could not forget the manner in 
which they came into power ; he could not' forget the many 
* circumftances in their conduft by which, in his opinion, they 
had forfeited all title to the confidence of the nation. He could 
not forget that to their mifconduft many of our prefent diffi- 
culties were owing. It was not in order to court popularity 
that he now came forward, but becaufe he thought the bill 
would reftore'fccurity and quiet to the minds of the people; 
and therefore it (hould have his hearty concurrence. 

Lord LAUDERDALE faid, that before fuch a meafure 
was prppofed, their Lordflirps might have expefted proofs of, 
the danger to be laid on their table. On the mere affertion of 
Miniflers, however, he was ready to Concur in the principle 
of the meafure, agreeing with bis noble friend, the Duke of 
Portland, that an alarm having been excited in the minds of the 
people, no matter whether well or ill founded, great attention 
was due to quieting that alarm. He obferved that Lord Gren- 
ville, in fome parts of his fpeech, had departed from the mo- 
deration which he had expreifed when he candidly faid that he 
did not impute the crimes committed in France to the whole 
people ; that he did not charge 24 millions of Frenchmen a9 
accomplices in the guilt. All expreffions tending to irritate 
and inflame ought carefully to be avoided, efpecially when the 
two countries had no means of coming to an explanation by 
Ambafladors, on any mifunderflanding that might arife between 
themJ It was undoubtedly true that the afts of horror com- 
mitted in France, were not the afls of the French people, but 
cf a very fmall aumber of wretches ; whom, for the honour of 
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the nation and of hutrtan nature, every man mnft wifli to fee 
exterminated. It was equally true, that there was not a man 
in any fityation of power, at this moment in France, who 
would not cordially join in this wifh. He had lieard in another 
place, that the Monitcur and the Morning Chronicle were at 
prefcnt the only fourccs of information, the only organs of 
communication between France and this country. Should 
they continue long to be fo, without any imputation, on the 
intentions or the conduct of the refpe£tive editors, there was 
not much hope of preventing difputes, or adjufting tbofe that 
had arifen. To the claufes of the bill he had many objeflions, 
which he fliould ftate in the Committee. The firft defcrip* 
tion of emigrants mentioned by the noble Lord (Grenvillc^) 
were entitled to our utmoft compaflion, and even delicacy. — 
Driven from other countries, they had come to this in hope* 
of being able to live in inofFenGve retirement, and keep their 
names, their rank, and their misfortunes unknown to the worlds 
till thdr native country fhould deem it fafe to receive them. 
To oblige fuch perfons to give a minute account of what they 
might have innocent, nay laudable motives for wiihing to 
conceal, would be in itfelf a great hairffhip. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, it was his wi(h to diroiniih, and 
not to increafe irritation between the two countries^ and fp^ be 
hoped, he had exprefled himfelf. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he did not mean to objcd 
to the principle of the bill; but that he lamented that for want 
of a proper intercourfe between the Governments of England 
and France, by means of Ambafladors, the people of both had 
very midaken notions of each others opinions and charaSers.. 
In England it was abfurdly thought that the French were a 
nation of murderers, though he believed there was no country 
where the late (hocking murders were viewed in a more horrid 
light by the bulk of the people and by the Government. In 
France it was no lefs abfurdly believed that the people of Eng- 
land were all difaffeded to their Conflitution, and waited only 
for the appearance of fome French auxiliaries to rife as one 
man, and pull it down. They perhaps would be roufed from 
their fond delufion by t,hc voice of loyalty echoing through cwtiy 
part of the kingdom, and breathing the mofi fervent attacbmeAt- 
to the King and Conflitution. 
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The Marquis of LANSOOWNEconfidered the bill is a fuC 
penflon of the Habeas Corpus a6l, which, though it extended at 
firft only to foreigners, would, he feared, be afterwards ex- 
tended to all Englifhmen. Such a meafure as this was without 
a precedent, and evidence ought to have been laid upon the 
tabl« to pfbve the exiftence of fuch a danger as would juftify 
the remedy. That evidence ought to have been referred to a 
Committee, where fuch a bill as would fuit the emergency of 
the cafe might have originated. At prefent the Houfe had no- 
thing to go upon but the bare aflertion of the noble Secretary 
of State ; and in a cafe where the liberty of great, numbers of 
perfons would be placed at the mercy, and confequcntly at the 
devotion of the Crown, it did not become him or the Houfe to 
give their confidence to Minifters merely on the credit of their 
own affertions. 

Lord HAWKpSBURY admitted, in reply to'the Marquis 
of Lanfdowne, that the prefent bill was withoiit a precedent ; 
but then it muil be admitted to him, that the cafe was equally 
novel and unprecedented in the annals of this or any other 
country. As to' the bbjeftion ma^ by the noble Marquis 
that evidence of the danger ought to be laid upon the table, he 
would not allow it to be well founded, for the produdlion of 
evidence might defeat in a great meafure the good expe£tedfrom 
the bill. 

The Duke of LEEDS faid, that as he probably fliould not 
be prefent at any ftage of the progrefs of the bill through the 
Houfe, he would take that opportunity to declare, that it had 
his moft hearty concurrence. His Grace faid, he lamented as 
much as any man, the melancholy fituatioft of the Royal Fa- 
mily of France ; and he pitied the diftrefles of the refugees, 
many of whom he highly refpefted and had known abroad ; 
but ftill he would always be fo much of an Englifliman, as to 
believe it unlikely that a Frenchman (hould be a friend to 
England ; he would make them experience all the warmth of 
Britifh hofpitality ; but dill he would look upon them with aa 
eye of jealoufy, and take care that they attempted nothing 
againft the fafety of this country. He expreifed his furprife 
how fo many of them had contrived to come into li^ngland with 
arms ; he had read with aftonilhment of a confiderable body of' 
French dragoons, who, it was faidj were on their way to join 
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the army of the Princes, and yet they had unaccountably landed 
in England with their arms. He had heard from a noble Mar- 
quis (of Townffiend) that feme had landed alfo on the coaft of 
Norfolk, who were, however, di farmed. If fuch people en- 
tertained any defigns againft the country, he trufted that the 
loyalty which pervaided every part of the kingdom, together 
with the afliftance of this bill, would completely defeat their 
hopes of fuccefs. 

Lord STORMONT faid, the bill was no more than a mea* 
fure of felf-defence. Wit|iout depending folely on the Moni- 
teur and the Morning Chronicle, the difpofition of thofe who 
exercifed power in France might be learned from their own 
authentic a£ts, and furely.it was not an injurious mode of ex- 
preflion to quote their own public declarations. They for- 
mally renounced conquefls, but they alfo declared war againft 
all Kings. From all the circumflances there Mcas caufe for 
alarm* He ihould have thought the danger great had Minif- 
ters been blind to it ; but as they had feen it, and taken mea- 
fures to prevent it, his alarm ceafed. 

The bill was read a fecond time, and ordered to be com^ 
tnittcd to-morrow. — Adjourned, 

Saturday, 7,7J Dtcember, 

This day their Lordfhips met to difcufs the Alien bill, claufe 
by claufe,,in a Committee of the whole Houfe, previous to ih« 
third reading. 

The order of the day being read for a Committee of tht 
whole Houfe oh the Alien bill. 

Lord SPENCER rofe to (late his feniimcnts on the prin- 
.ciple and operation of the bill in queilion. In declaring that 
it met his hearty concurrence and fupport, he trufted, that 
noble Lords with whom he had been in. the habit of voting, 
would not impute his feceflion on this occafion to a dereliclion 
of principle, or to a diminution of the refpeft he had for their 
virtues and abilities, but to a conviftion, that the prefent aw- 
ful apd unprecedented crifis of affairs required extraordinary 
meafures to allay the difcontents of the people, and to counte- 
ra<9: the machinations of our enemies. For thefe falutary pur- 
pofes, his Lordfliip was of opinion that this bill was peculiarly 

2 


A. 1792* DEBATES. 43 

adapted. He reminded Mtnifters of the power it invefted in 
them, and cautioned them againft an abufe of that confidence 
which the nation repofed in them. While they were called 
upon to ad with firmnefs and energy, they were equally called 
upon to a£l with temper and moderation. 

Lord OIENVILtLE complimented the noble Lord on hi$ 
candour, and aflfured the Houfe, that Minifters were a£luated 
folely by a fenfe of public duty in adopting this extraordinary 
meafure, which they conceived would be< efficacious in preferv- 
ing the tranquillity of the kingdom, and repelling the fanatic 
emhuiiafm of thofe who wi(hedHo fubvert alt order, laws, an4 
Government. 

The Houfe then refdved itfelf into a Committee, Lor(| 
Cathcart in the chair. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE had ftiU a few remarks to 
make on this bill, of which he reprobated the principle, con- 
ftruflion, and operation, in its progrefs through the Com- 
mittee. After the ill fuccefs he had the preceding evenings 
he defpaired making any converts to his opinion. The noble 
Marquis then commented with great ingenuity on the moft 
exceptionable claufes, which, if removed, he iaid, would 
render the bill lefs baneful in its confequcnces. Thofe un- 
fortunate refugees, who were the objeft of thefe reftriSivepro-r 
vifions, could not be expelled to pay inordinate fees to Ju(lrce$ 
on taking out their paflports to prote6t them ^o the internal part9 
of the kingdom. He would therefore propoft, that thofe ex- 
patriated men (hould be furniflied with paiTports without fee 
or reward ; and appealed to their Lordfliips who had beey on 
the Continent, whether paflports had not been invariably grant- 
ed them gratis? Surely perfons in indigent circumftances, 
who depended on our bounty and hofpitality for fupport, had 
a prior and indifputable claim to this e^^qhifion. 

The claufe which authorifed Cuftom-Houfe officers to feize 
arms, efpecially fuch as were appendages of drefs, was fraught 
with abfurdity. A recent inftance of it had occurred to his 
knowledge: A gentleman (the Marquis de Rambouillet) of 
whom the noble Marquis faid he had experienced much civi- 
fity and friendfhip, immediately on his landing at Dover wa^ 
deprived* of a fword which had been prdented to him by a body 
of merchants for his confpicuous virtues and the fignal fer-r 
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vices he had rendered theip^ fo that when he arrived in IfOit' 
don, for want of this Court append^e, he was unqualified to 
be introduced to His Majefty at St. James's. He had applied 
tp the Secretaries of State to have it reijtored^ but he hadnpt 
yet received that token of his ineritorious fervices. In purfu* 
ing this laudable endeavdur, he difclaiqaed all party^%onne£lion 
s|nd popular applaufe ; he only wifhed the end to be accoiii- 
pli(hed| leaving to Minifters the whole merit pf refcindipg the 
exceptionable parts, and to himfelf only the gratification of 
having fuggefled them. 

The noble Marquis was proceeding in his obfervations, 
when 

Lord THURLOW hinted, that thefe remarks ought to be 
referved till the claufes to which they were applicable occurred 
in the Committee. 

Lord LANSDOWNE faid, that he introduced thofeanimad- 
verfions merely that noble Lords might have time to revolve 
them in their minds previous to a final determination. 

In the progrefs of the bill in the Committee, a converfation 
between Lords Thurlow, Loughborough, Kenyon, Hawkef- 
bury, Gienville, Carlifle, Lauderdale^ &c. &c. &c. took 
place, in the courfe of which a variety of amendments ia 
point of wording was propofed, chiefly by Lords Thurlow 
and Loughborough. The Marquis of Lanfdowne and Lord 
Lauderdale were the only two that di dented in point of prin* 
ciple and operation. 

The bill having gone through the Committee with confider- 
able alterations, was ordered to be engrofled, and read a third 
time on Monday. — Adjourned. 

Monday y'2j[th December. 

Lord KENYON, as Speaker of the Houfe, ftated that he 
had received a letter from General Meadows, expreding his 
high f(ftife of the honour conferred upon him by their Lord- 
fcips' vote of thanks. 

The report of the Committee on the Alien bill was brought 
up, and the feveral amendments agreed to. The bill fo amend- 
ed was ordered to be printed, and read a third time on Wed«« 
l^efday . Adj ourned till 
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JVedneJdayy itth December* 

. Lord HAWKESBURY (in the abfence of LordGrenvHle) 
moved the order of the day, that the bill for edablidMng cer« 
tain regulations refpeding aliens be read a third time. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD' faid, their Lordlhips might 
aik why he cppofed the third reading of a bill, to the principle 
of which he had not objedled when it was read a fecond time ? 
He had expefted, that in the progrefs of the bill through the 
Houfe, proofs of the neceflity that called for it would be ad* 
duced. Long and habitual deference to the opinion of the 
noble Duke (Portland) who, when the grounds of the bill were 
opened by a noble Lord now abfent, declared that he thought 
fome fuch nieafure necefTary, had induced him to acquiefce in 
that opinion, hoping that the bill would be fo modified as to 
remove the mod material part of his objedlions. In that hope 
he had been difappointed, and he was furethe noble Duke, far 
from difapproving of his now declaring his fentiments, would 
entertain a lefs favourable opinion of him, if, from deference 
to any authority, he were to fupprefs them. He didnot wifli, 
after what had already paiTed, that the bill fliould be reje£led, 
Hedefired only that their Lord(hips would take tim9 to inquiie 
into the caufes alledged for fo ftrong a meafure, and endeavour 
to remove from it whatever (hould be found more rigorous than 
the occafion demanded. It was the bead of our Conftitution, 
that, to every man living under it, it extended the equal pro- 
tedion of the law ; for violating this juflly-boafted principle, 
tfcey had as yet nothing of prayof, nothing of dire£l and pofitive 
alfertion on the part of Miniders, nothing but vague, alarm- 
ing, ambiguous infinuations. It might have been expe£ted, 
that of the infurreftions alledged at the opening of the fellion, 
for aifembling Parliament in an extraordinary manner, fome 
at leaft would have been proved to exift. Their Lordihipshad 
been able to difcfover none ; and of none had they yet been 
furnifhed with any thing that deferved the name of information. 
Was it confident with their Lordfhips' dignity or their juftice 
to proceed on fuch unexplained, unfupported infinuations of 
danger, to deprive men who had thrown themfelves on the 
liofpitality of the country, of the ordinary proteSion of the 
Jaw. He hsid tb« tttoiott Jiefpedt for the veracity of ihe noble 
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Lord who opened the groundsrof the bill; but it would be a 
dangerous precedent, indeed, for tlieir Lordfliips to take the 
individual veracity of any one of His Majefty's Minifters as a 
fufficient foivndation for a public mes^fure. What were their 
Lordihips going to do? On the mere pretence that there were 
foreign emiflarics in this country, for the purpofe of difTemi"- 
Dating Jacobin principles — principles which he, for one, 
Ihould never admit to have any conne£lion with republican 
principles ; for robbery and murder, and every dojirine that 
Jed to them, republicans difclaimed ; they were going to deliver 
up men who had fought refuge from perfecution and oppref* 
fion^ to the fole difcretion of the executive power. But the 
humanity of Miniders, it was faid, would be their protection* 
He would never confent to deliver up one man to the hurnanity 
of another. One of the extraordinary penalties of ^be bill was 
baniibmeht. Would their Lordihips baniih men Who had been 
forced from their own country, and whom they were told no 
other country would receive ? Where were thefc exiles to look 
for refuge ? In Brabant they could not be fafe ; were we furo 
that Holland would be more liberal than mod of the other 
powers of Europe ? The cruel imprifonment of La Fayette 
would warn them againft approaching any country occupied by 
a German army. But it might be faid, let them comply with 
the regulations of the bill, and then they would efcape the pe- 
nalty of banilbment. Was the cafe fo ? Did not Minifters, 
by the bill, referve to themfelves thepo.wer offending any alien 
out of the kingdom, whom they might think fit to fufpe£l ? — r 
Such perfons they were to fend away in a manner fuitable to 
their rank. Who were to be the judges of this, as well as of 
the fufpicion in which they were fo removed ? Minifters or 
their agents. Their Lordftiips had no fecurity but in their 
moderation, and ought to take care that the country was not 
difgraced by the inhofpitable tranfportation of perfons who had 
thrown themfelves on our hofpitality. Minifters, it would be 
faid, were refponfible for their conduS. Refponfible, indeed, 
in their chara&ers and reputation ; but, under the prefent bill, 
other refponfibility, he maintained, they had none. After 
pafling a bill, which fufpended the ordinary laws of the land, 
on aA ailedgediglarm of danger, could their Lordftiips punifh.a 
Minifter> becaufe his Xufpicions were more alive, and his 
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alarm greater than their own. Yet this, in almoft any pollible 
abufe> would be his only crime. He therefore exhorted th<|ir 
Lordfhips to take time for inquiry, and to beware of imitating 
the rafh condu£t which tliey fo much condemned in the French. 
If, on due inquiry, they found fome fuch bill necefTary, let 
them next endeavour fo to frame it, as to point only at the 
perfons who were the real objeSs of it, and to exempt from 
its operation thofe whom it was not mea^t to afFeS ; who, in* 
ftead of being objedls of fufpicion, were entitled to compaflion 
and protedlion. He concluded with moving, " That the bill 
be read a third time that day fortnight.** 
' Lord HAWKESBURY faid, that to difclofe the informa- 
tion which the noble Lord feemed to require, might defeat the 
obje£t of the bill. It was a meafure called for by public ne- 
ceffity, and jyftified by the right of felf-defence, which every 
nation was allowed to poflef:». Their Lordftiips, in paffing the 
bill, were only enabling the country to continue hofpitality to 
perfons whom other countries had thought it neceffary, for 
their own fafety, to exclude or remove. He contended, that 
without fuch precautions as the bill contained, there would be 
danger from the principles which thofe perfons might propa- 
jgaie, and referred for the proof to the decrees of fraternity 
with the people of other countries, paffed by the French Con- 
vention. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, it was extremely un- 
pleafant to be obliged to allude to a former fpeech q{ any noble 
Lord in his abfence. He regretted the abfenice of the noble 
Secretary of State (Grenville), and the neceffity that obliged 
him to r^fer to his fpeech on opening the grounds of the bilL 
He, with the noble Duke, (Portland) was willing by any rea- 
fonable meafure to quiet the alarms in the minds oC the people, 
alarms which, in his confcience, he believed induflriouily ex^ 
cited and kept up by Minifters. But when he faw fuch a bill 
as this, a bill that ahered the eftabli(hed laws, that even inters' 
fered with treaties, aiid all this to provide againft the fufpeded 
intentions of about nineteen perfons, the ^hole nuntiber alledged 
by the noble Secretary 6f State on opening the grounds of the 
bill, he could not help thinking that it was part of a chain of 
meafures, purpofe|y calculated to excite alarm among the 
people, and by roufmg their paffions, to cxtinguifti their rea- 
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Ibn. Would any man, who had viewed the conduft of Mi- 
nifters for fome months part, fay that they had not good occa- 
fhn for doing this ; that they had not caufe for wifliing to fur* 
prifc and opprefs the reafoning faculties of the people, or to di- 
vert public attention to any objeft, rather than fufFer it to reft 
on themfelves ? Jn the courfe of a few months they had loft 
many opportunities of preferring the peace of Europe, and pre- 
venting that extraordinary ftate of things, of which no man 
could now venture to foretel the ifTue, while, from negle6l or ■ 
incapacity, they had been purfuing their private pleafures and 
amufements, leaving public affairs to the courfe of events. It 
was but lately that they put the country to the expence of aa 
armament and the riikof a war, to prevent, iis they then faid^ 
the aggrandizement of Ruflia by the pofleffion of Oczakow, 
In the debates upon that occafion, it was afked of thofe wh<y 
oppoftd the armament. Would you fuffer Ruflia to get behind 
Poland r Do you fee no danger to the balance of Europe from 
fuch an e^ctenfion of territory in fuch a quarter ? Had Ruflia 
ilnce obtained no aggrandizement, no additional preponderance 
in that quarter ? And had Minifters done any thing to prevent 
it ? Could they clear themfelves from the fufpicion of being 
parties to it ? One of two things then followed — either that 
their armament about Oczakow was ^n unneceflary and ridi- 
culous expence, or that they were too impotent or too idle to 
act during the whole of the laft fummer. What had they done 
in Ireland, where things certainly were not in fuch a ftate as 
might be wiflied — where the people were complaining of an 
oppreffive penfion lift ? They had meditated an addition to the 
.grievance ; that now was happily over ; but where there was 
well-founded caufe of alarm, they durft not fay there was ; heVe, 
where there was none, they endeavoured to raife it, to blind 
the judgement of the people, and prevent them from examin- 
ing the conduft of thofe to whom the adminiftration of affairs 
was cntrufted. The people too might recoUeft that the prefcnt 
Minifters had increafed the emoluments of their own fituatious 
beyond thofe enjoyed by any former Cabinet, «nd compare the 
reward with the fervices performed. For all thefe reafons, it 
was natural for Minifters to wife to divert public attention from 
themfelves. Surely they mifft have fome fecrct motive ; for 
on no public motive was their Gondu£i to be accounted for i 
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^nd there vrzs none more probable than that which be had fug» 
gefted. This was farther confirmed by comparing what they 
did with what had been done without doors — with the aflbci^ 
ations formed on pretence of aiding the executive Government/ 
Wiih ail poffible refpeft for the individuals who compofed the 
firft of thefe Aflbciations, he could not help thinking that he 
read a libel on the Government, when he read their adrertife- 
ment, importing that the Government was in fuch a fituation 
as to want aid, and to derive what it wanted from a fociety of 
eighteen men. What was the principle of thefe Aflbciations ? 
Was it riot to do what had been reprobated fb juftly in France, 
putting the country under the government of clubs ? When he 
faw Minifters, without any reafon that would bear to be ex- 
amined, or even explained, preflirig a meafure, as eflential to 
the fafety of the country, which admitted of no defence on juf- 
tice, but only on expediency, he could not help fearing that 
they meant to occupy the attention of Parliament on another 
objeil, while they were going to force the country into a war- 
No man could talk of negociating to avert fo great a calamity, 
without being accufed of propofing an alliance with France, 
although no two things could be more diftinft. iThat wv- 
might be averted he had no doutt* To negociate, it was faid. 
Would be to acknowledge the power with whom we negociated. 
If we admitted an explanation, which it would hardly be con- 
tended we ought not to admits w^ as much acknowledged the 
power of thofe who offered it, as by fending an Ambaflador to 
negociatc with them. When men!s paflions had time to cool, 
and gave free fcope to their upderftandings, when they confidei* 
the advantages we had derived, and might flill derive, from a 
wife neutrality, he was confident that every maftin this coun- 
try would condemn entering into a war, without lirft taking 
every practicable and honourable means to avoid it. The 
French had committed no invafign on our allies : and he (in-* 
.cerely believed they had riot a plan which they might not be fuf- 
fered to purfue, even with advantage to us, if we perfevered 
iaour neutrality. He agreed with the Earl of Guildford ia 
.his objections to the bill, and on the propriety of deferring the 
.third reading. 

/ The Earl of CARLISLE rofe to defend the biJI, which 
■ kni, 'm evcTY nCpe&f his perfe& concurrence. jBe did n*% 
'Voiz/XXXV. ' H 
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mean to fortow the noble Earl who Tpolcc laflf, be^tife htf 
thought if he went into any difcuflion, either of the Ruflian 
armament or the fituatioh 6f Ireland; that he wonid be going^ 
very wide from the ^ueftion. He faid,^ though not aGCuftomed 
to agree with the prcfent Adminiftration, yet he had fupported, 
and would fupport their meafures in this in(lance. ]tle thought 
the arguments and the terms u(ed by the iloble Earl againft thifi 
meaftire did not at all apply^ and by fiipporting it, he wouli 
not incur any charge of inconfiftency, becaufe he was firmiy 
perfuaded it was necefTary. He had no fcruple in frying tha^ 
(e had often thought a change of Adminiflr^tion was the only 
thing that could be of eflentiat fervice to the codntrtr. But hift 
opinion was hot altered -, yet at this jun£lure he was afraid 
tliat a change of Adminiftration might bring about a change 
of mealures, and that^ he thought^ would be of very dan-> 
, jgerous confequence. If there was to be a change of Minifters, 
It might naturally bie fuppofed that the firft aft of anothei:^ 
Miniftry would be to negociatckwith France, and this of all 
things wa3 what he never wiflied to hear of, becaufe it iKrotild 
only tend to firengthen our enemies, and could be of no uie to 
iourfelves. For thefe reafons his Lordfhrp was difpofed to 
Ij^ive all the aid he could to the Executive Power, confcious, at 
the fame time, that having given to it upon this enlergencjr 
an extraordinary degree olf power, it was the duty of Parlia- 
inent to watch the eXercife of that power, and hot to let it 
extend or continue beyond the ttme that appejured ^blbluti^iy 
Receftary. 

The Marqurs of LANSDOWNE faid, he was h^appy m 
"lollow in argument and in feritiments the noble £ari wh(> 
made the motion, and the noble £^rl near him, who had fa 
ably fupported it, though he was, at the faine time, coiiviificed, 
that the Houfe, as had been properly obferved by on^ tof thofc- 
noble Lords, fbemed already to have hiade ikp their mihds bpdit 
the fubjeft* That, however, would be no feafon For him tb 
Withhold his Opinions upon the pre&Bt'queftiox^, ihoi^e ttra^ 
upon <}ue{liohs in which he expected greater fucce& It re- 
called to his memory the opinions delivered in' and ottt of tfaiii 
JHouie, about the commencement of the American wair ; it 
that time, and for fome years, th^re was but 6he tiisin in the 
tloufe of 'Coxxunoos who wo^d fairiy 'zridS^\^'^9ikst.'lkk 
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j^paprica ought t<>.b« independent; s^nd yet, thoi^ the opinion 
of this great country fcepied at ^at time fo much againft tliat 
dq^rine, we afterwards repented of the infolence with which 
\ve treated the Americanfi, and were afafolutely happy to re- 
nounqc our former errors, and acjcnowliedgc that which once 
y/fks thought in this country sub improper to be mentioned as 
impoflible to be obtained. He h^ obferved ^ cry of order in 
the Houie, when the noble Earl was fpeaklng, as if the noble 
Earl b^d fpoken of n^atters foreign to the queftion then de« 
bating ; but he would afic if any thing could be reckoned irre- 
gular or foreign to debate, when the extraordinary manner ia 
ivhich Parliament had met was cQi)iidered. On fuch an occa- 
f}fm nuift noble Lords talk of no ^countr^ ^but Britain ? and 
tl^t becaufe a Secretary Of State had chofen to bring in a bill 
to provide againft grievances wbich were^fupppifed to exift^ 
but of which noble Lords knew nothing ? and were they to be 
confined to the difcufficm of fuppofed i^fufredions in this 
country, .merely becau^ they knew of none? he hoped Ithcy 
^yere not. and therefore faw no re^fon for fuch a call of order* 
Mimfters w^refond of large wo];ds, and of carrying matters 
,with a high band ; but in his mind, when they had created fuch 
fear^.and alarms all. over the country, the noble Earl was jui- 
tified in ftatingt ^thjit the people had a rigjit to be fati^fied, and 
to know whother there was aijy real danger to apprehend, or 
.whether. Minifters excited alarms to draw the attention of the 
country from their own cpndud» by awakening their paffions, 
and lulling tlieir judgements and reafon to.fleejp. ^He was 
agaipft this bill becaufe he was perfuadcd there were no grouiids 
.whatever forit ; and he yvas fure, h^d they any ground that 
they dare ftate, th^y would npt venture upon a meaiure in 
direft violation pf law, without producing that ground. He 
could not believe that even if there were eighteen or twenty 
.peifpnsjn.tbe country of the defcription that had been alluded 
to, that their power or influence wai? fuch as to induce Minif- 
ters to infringe u^on the laws of the country, by bringing in 
.thi$ bill mcxelv pn. their account. He had no doubt but. if 
.the bill ijafled,^th(Ere., might be twenty, thirty, or forty foolifli 
;md idle Frenchinen t^ken up ; but that would not convince 
Wm of thejUecefllity of fuch pxtri^ordinary ip?j(rurfl|fas hiu) lately 
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vcrnmcht or Miniflers lud no other mode of communication 
than by nc\yfpapcrs between the countries ; and here he would 
beg Itave to read to their Lordfhips an authentic letter from 
the Minifter of Foreign Affairs to the National Convention, 
infertcd in the Gazette Natlonale, loth December, before any 
of the alarms or fears had tgken place in this country. Ini 
this letter the Minifter had communicated to the Convention, 
that he had been charged with fending a perfon, named Athilles 
Vierre, to London, who had been corineded with others ii\ 
England, that were engaged in a confpiracy againft the country. 
He therefore explained to the Convention that he had given a 
paflport to this perfon upon very good recommendations ; but 
Jie afterwards had found out that he knew nothing, and tiid 
nothing that was worthy the notice of either that or this 
country. Now the Marquis begged noble Lords to confider^ 
that the confpiracy fuppofed to be forming was againft France, 
and^not againft this country, 

He likewife obferved that this explanation to the Convention 
was not in confequence of any requifition on the part of En- 
gland, but merely to juftify the Minifter *s conduct to the Con- 
vention ; and as to the veracity of his ftalement, it was worthy 
o_f remark and ferious attention, that the Minifters there, in 
whatever department they might be, muft take good care to / 
advance nothing but truth ; for the individual Minifter who 
ventured to do otherwife was liable to the deteSion of the 
Diplomatic Committee, or any one of them, and the moment 
a miftatcment was dete<Sed, puniftiment would certainly fol- 
low. He replied to the arguments ufed by Lord Hawkelbury 
—Whatever had been read of the tranfa£lioris of France j he 
totally dlft)elieved that Minifters had any real grounds for this 
meafure, and knew the French would go fo far, inftcad of of- 
fending this country, in order to cortfply with its wifties, that 
they might, he had no doubt, have given up their intention to 
open the Scheldt. Befides then, having no grounds for this bill, 
^nether very alarming faft had been ftated in argument by the 
,n(5ble Earl (Lauderdale); and that was the dangerous precedent 
that they were about to eftablifh, if upon no other ground or 
authority than the mere word or fufpicion of a Secretary of 
State they #fere to overturn, and fet afide the law of the land. 
He confidercd this bill in no other light than a partial fufpen- 
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fion of the Habeas Corpus Aft ; and if Minifters had any in- 
formation of intrigues being formed in this country, between 
foreigners and perfons of the country, they were extremely to 
blame for not fufpcnding the Habeas Corpus Aft entirely, 
ivhich would have been the proper and neceflary meafure, but 
not a meafure to be adopted upon the mere fufpicion of a 
Minifter. With regard to the fufpenfion of that aft, he would 
defire noble Lords to look back to the rebellion in 1745, when, 
upon September 5, tlie King had fent to acquaint the Lord 
Mayor of London that the Pretender's fon had landed with a 
body of troops in Scotland, and that the cobntry was in a fta$e 
of rebellion. Notwithftanding this, he begged they might 
obferve how Minifter^ afted at that time, which might be ift 
the recoUeftion of fome of their Lordfhips. Did they fum-r 
mon Parliament upon a thirteen days' notice, and alarm the 
country ? Certainly not. They ftuck by old eftabliflied con- 
ftitutional rules, and the Parliament did not meet till the 17th 
of Oflober, and the next day the Habeas Corpus Aft was fus- 
pended for only fix months; but the prefent Admiiiidration 
defpifed fuch conduft, and, after owning that if they coqjd not 
have fallen upon the (hift of embodying the Militia as a pre- 
tence for calling Parliament together, they would have done it 
of themfelves, and trufted to an aft of indemnity — had thus 
alarmed the whole country, and having got Parliament in 
fome (hape huddled together, they come forward to propofe a 
fufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus Aft for more than a year an4 
a half, and he faw no other motive for thcfe meafures but the 
defire of exciting alarm, and diflurbing the tranquillity of the 
country, in order to divert the attention of the people from 
their own conduft. It had been faid, that England had afted 
differently from other countries with regard to France ; but it 
was the glory of England, that in all material points fhe differed 
from other nations. Here he quoted the authority of Lord 
Chief Juflice Fortefcue, in the reign of Henry VL, upon two 
points, particularly ifl, That there was no ground for the bill, 
and 2dly, That it -yvas eftablifliing a very dangerous precedent, 
^e argued the danger of putting fo great a number as 8000 
perfons, who were now in the kingdom, under the power of the 
Crown, and had no doubt but, after this bill paffed, they would 
incrcafe ; and though no one could bring even a fword into 


54 PARLI.AMENTARY A. i)9> 

the kingdom; they might all be anned by the Crown at any 
time. After all^ be faid^ he mufl recur to "what he had ftated 
en the firft day of the Seflion ; that the only clue to unravel 
the cpndud of Minifters was war ; for war they certainly 
meant, and were determined upon. This was the jkey to iin^ 
3ock all their myAerious reafoning, and the clue to all their 
ivindings in political meafures. This refolution to bring on 
war he confidered as highly alarming to the intcrcfts.of the 
country, while, nobody ^ould fay that any thing could poCibly 
}>e. gained. As to thej)alancc of trade, on which fo m,uch 
itrefs was laid, he faid it was a balance of air and a balance 
of paper — to day he could fee, that Minifters had found out 
that our alliance with Holland, and the faith pf a treaty to fup- 
port another treaty made 150 years ago, would not anfwer^s 
a pretext for war, and had adopted another language, and fub* 
£ituted the fecurity of Europe, as wide and indefinite words 
AS they could have thought of; in his opinion, it was always 
jdangerous to. allow fuch terms to go abroad, being fo liable to 
^different interpretations. He deteded fuch . publications ,^i 
Faine's Rights of Man, though there were no terms in that 
publication more vague and more liable to mifconception than 
the fecurity of Eiurope. Were w* to aflc Ruflia what it means, 
ike weuld. probably tell us, that it was the fubje^ion of Po- 
:land. If we were to alk Pruflia and Auftria, they would tell us 
God knows what — perhaps a barrier treaty, or the apnihilation 
xf the French Republic. If thefe Powers had applied to us 
properly, and Minifters knew our aid was neceffary to the fe- 
curity of Europe, they were much to blame for not aiding 
thofe Allies iboner ; and if they had not applied, would any 
Miqifter fay, that their foolifli plans, unworthy n>otives, or 
Vricked defigns, ought to bring upon this country the calamities 
f>t war ? — He repeated his opinion in favour of the exifting 
Conftitution, and his wi(h to fupport and preferve it. As Co 
proclamations and aiTociations, he faid, he thought more dan- 
get was to be apprehended from aflbciations formed under the 
countenance of a government, than from aflbciations againll 
it, becaufe, when people aflbciated againft government there 
was th^ law of the land to check them ; but thofe aflbciations 
-that had lately appeared had bocome a fignal of anarchy, and 
'fc^.all law afide in order to introduce a mob fioveiinmeat* It 
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certainly wa^ but a poor compliment to Mitiifters to fiippofe 
ftat they, with the whole aid of the executive government anJ 
(he law, could not refift the danger apprehended from twenty 
dangerous foreigners, without calling to their aid fuch meet-, 
ings. He had figned none of their declarations ; yet it could 
not be thought that he, after fifty years of age, and pofleffcd 
tf fome property at ftake in the country, could wifh to fee it 
parcelled out in di{lri£ls of nine acres; and he would add, that 
HI his life-time he had done as much, whether in or out of 
officei for the executive, as for the legiflative, government of 
the country, becaufe he thought both ought to be ftrong. He 
concluded by faying, that he had no expectation that the mo<> 
tion would pafs, and had much more to urge againft the l)ill,. 
yet, from the appearance of the Houfe, he would not be fur*- 
prifed when the time came, that his arguments might appear 

* 

more forcible ; it would be aiked why he did not urge them at 
the time, but this be had been accufiomed to before, and wad 
fatisfied With having faithfully done his duty as a Lord of Par* 
liament, and a friend to the country. 

Lord LOUGHBOROUGH, in a moft animated, eloquent, 
and aigumentative fpe^ch, took a view of the bill as it then 
ftood before the Houfe. He faid, that he had not hitherto in* 
terrupted their Lordfhip's deliberations upon it, and had hoped 
It Would hate paiTed with an unanimity that would have re^^ 
Quired no tuore than his filent aflent: but he £plt himfelf under 
the painful neceffity of delivering the reafons of his opinion, 
Wcaufe it differed totally from that of the noble Earl (of Guild- 
ford) for whom he entertained thewarmeftfriendfhip, founded on 
tn afit Aton that had commenced at a very early period of the . 
-noble Lord's liffe ; which, as his virtues ripened into nrianhood, 
ted grown into refpeA and efteem, and wins increafed by the 
pious regard he nnift ever beiat* to the memory of thofc inconOi-*^ 
pataUe talents, and that excellent difpafitron, the lols of which 
li^ %eeii fo recently felt, and would be fo long and fo juftly 
fegrcticd in that Houfe ; That he felt, however, fome confo** 
ktibnfirpm the noble Lord's having very casididly ftated'bi9' 
own tih^Safiiiife in differing from z noWe Duke (the Duke oF 
Portland), in whofe fehtiments he was always bappy to con- 
dor ^ tRe dUktetiQe of opinion muftv on that account,>^ve hin^ 

left fiSxif wdr be tnifted^ould be aa iaxesttrptioa i^fdr ft^a^* 
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Ihip w!iich, oh his part, would ever continue, and go as fat 
as ^ny friendfliip could or ought to do — it would extend u/que 
ad aras. To that term it had now .reached ; for the Altar- and 
the Throne, in his judgement, were both engaged in the ilTuc 
of the prefent queftion* The duty of a fubje£t> his regard 
for the laws of the ^ country, to ivhichi as a Magiftrate, he 
was more particularly b^)und, the obligations of religion, ana 
the allegiance which he owed to the Crown for the prote<£lioil 
he received from it, called for his fupport to Government on 
the prefent occafion. 

It had been objefted, that this bill was a new and extraoi* 
dinary meafure. The principle was not new.*-r-By the com^ 
mon law, aliens were here bjy the permiffion and protedlion of 
t^e King, which might be withdrawn, Blackftone and Other 
authors prove this: and the adl of Henry V* quoted againft it, 
was not an aft to enable the King to fend away the Bretons, 
but oblige them to go under pain of death. 

The bill was indeed an extraordinary meafure ; but was not 
the fituation in which we flood equally fo ? Theie might be 
fome cafes bearing a little affinity to the prefent found in 
hiftory, but none cxaclly parallel. The period which pro- 
duced circumftances the mod fimilar was the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth. At that time the great and oyergrown power of 
Philip II. agitated and alarmed -every furrounding nation.-— 
Aftuated not only by ambition, but by a religious fanaticifm, 
intent upon the propagation of its own doSrines, its greateft 
efforts were exerted againft this ifland. Money, forces, feditious 
writings, emiflaries, were employed to excite plots in England, 
infurre£lions in Ireland, and attacks from Scotland^ againft 
the Qiieen ; but they were employed in vain, owing^ to the 
wife regulations adopted by that Princefs and ter Councils.—^ 
At prefent, a great and powerful people, aftuated by a ne^f 
fanaticifm of infidelity, were endeavouring to propagate over 
all Europe^ principles as inconfiflent with all eflabliflied Go* 
vernments as they were with the happinefs of mankind.-^-^ 
However wild and extravagant their do£lrines might be, they 
had indifputably made fome profelytes in this country ; and 
though the numbers were comparatively trifling and infignifi- 
cant, they were ftirring and aftive in their mifchievous pur- 
pofes, deeply enraged againft all eftabliftiments, harbouring 
the moft dangerous defigns^ and confident of foreign aid* 
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The proclamation which His Majefty's Minifters thought it 
expedient to ifliie during the laft fpringy and which his Lord- 
(hip entirely approved of, had for a time the defired effeft. — 
Men, who before had been loud in their commendations of 
the meafures of France, became more moderate and referved ; 
and in proportion as the fuccefs of the combined armies againft 
France became niore probable, that voice became ftill more 
faint. After the horrid maflacres of the tenth of Auguft and 
fecond of September, all their partifans had abandoned them : 
the language then was, that after fuch flagitious conduS they 
could not find a friend in any quarter of the globe : — but as % 
melancholy proof how much in the eyes of mankind fuccefs 
conftitutes the juftice, and misfortune the guilt of any mea-» 
fure, the moment the tide of war turned in favour of the 
French, that moment their partifans refumed their courage : 
thofe who before hung down their heads filent and aba(hed 
now became more audacious than ever ; fedition again broke 
out with increafed force ; cliibs and focieties for fpreading 
their do£bines were formed all over the kingdom > and their 
numbers ftated with exultation and boaft ; and means of 
communication were eflabliflied between thefe different fo» 
cieties. 

Embaflies were fent to France to congratulate the National 
Aflembly of that country on their fuccefs, and even to promife 
the afliftance of numbers here who would rife up in their caufe, 
and who in return expeAed their fraternal aid to overturn this 
Conftitution. 

In France, anarchy and confufion triumphed over all order 
and regularity — they had long vilified and defpifed the Chriftian 
religion ; but now, incredible as it might appear, public pro* 
feffions of Atheifm have been made in fiill Convention, and 
received with much applaufe : publicly was it declared that 
there exifted no God : Atheifm was the bafts of their inftitu- 
donsy which ftudioufly contrailided every commandment of 
God. The fanftity of the feventh day they had very early abo^ 
liifaed ; and the relation of parent and child they had deftroyed* 
Their falfe prophet had taught that no honour was due to the 
parent, who in his turn might abandon the child. Robbery, 
murder, and licentioufnefs, not only v/ere unpunrihed, but 
encouraged as meritorious ads. Falie teftimony was a proof 

Vol. XXXV. / 
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of patriotifin ; and an univerfal breach of the tenth command* 
ment was the firft principle ^nd foundation of their ftate. So 
entirely were all ideas of property (which is an ordinance of 
God) fubvertcd, that it had lately been vpublicly declared, that 
the farmer had only the poffcffion of the corn he had reaped^ 
but that the property was in thd Public, who hod a right at 
difcretion to take it from hiim. 

I{i all he faid, his Lordfhip wifhed to be underftood as not 
{peaking againd the French nation in general. Reflexions 
upon a whole nation, or any large body of men, were always 
illiberal in principle, and generally wrong in application ; and 
therefor^ he (hould always endeavour to avoid them; bat the 
truth was, that all thefe- difgraceful proceedings were not the 
proceedings of the nation, but of a faction, who by defperate 
a3s had become the ruling power for a time ; and the firft 
diing they did was to delude the underftandingof the populace, 
and to intimidate by the cruelty of their ufurpationall that they 
could not deceive. By fuch means they feemedto have obtain* 
ed the aflfent of the whole people^ which could not poflibly be 
true, from the fudden and violent tranfitions they had made in 
the forms of their anarchy. In the courfe of a few weeks they 
folemnly abjured, and fuddenly adopted, what they called a 
Republic. 

It had been faid, that the fears of Minifters were all afFeft- 
ed ; that there was no foundation for the lalarms which they 
had circulated. Miniders were tauntingly called upon for their 
proofs. Parliamentary fcepticifm might be allowed ; but if 
any man out of the Houfe were to advance fuch an opinion he 
would be laughed at. A proper fenfe bf their danger had per- 
'vaded allt raai^s of men ; and they had come forward as one 
man in defrvce of their con^mon caufe. However he might 
think that MinifterS ought to have perceived the danger, and 
ha\e endeavoured to avert it fooner than they did, yet he could 
xiQt help confefling that' they were peculiarly fortunate in the 
moment of their interpofitibn. 

A noble Lord had fpoken with contempt of the fuppo(ed 
numbers of French emiflaries here, as being only nineteen. 
He wo'ild vvifti to call to tHeirJLordfhips' recoilcai^n, that in 
the difoaceful riots of the year 1780, the whole of the number 
origipally concerhea in that infamous proceeding, and whidi 
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turned out t^ be the terror of every peaceable inhabttant in the 
metropolis^ was not above three-fcore. When their Lordfhips 
were Informed diat in the fliocking maflacres of the fecond and 
third of September, there yrtxc not more than two hundred 
perfons employed, and that in a city containing more than fix 
hundred thoufand inhabitants, with thirty thoufand men under 
arms, their Irordihips would not think lightly of nineteen per* 
fons armed with daggers, under the cry of No King, W^ 
might now have been in the like fituation as we were m 1780, 
had not Minifters timely prevented it by calling out the militia; 
and by making the military preparation3 which we ^U faw or 
heard of. Such meafures, itmigh^^hijvc been expe£bed| would 
have reftored complete tranquillity, to this country, but it had 
done fo only in part. ; 

It had been objefted by a noble Earl (Lauderdale) that tWp 
Aifociations formed on the part of the Friends of the Conftitu- 
tion were improper; and that too, when other Aifociations 
were held, not to prevent fedition, but to increafe it ; not to 
prevent anarchy, but to create vit -^ not to check the diflTemina- 
tion of libelsi but to fpread them abroad, and even to bring 
into contempt the jurifprudence of the country ; to c^^ate dif- 
content in the public mind at the manner the law was admini- 
ftered, even after verdift. Perfons there were who' took this 
method of talking of the liberty of tjie.prefs ; and of continue 
ing to abufe others for doing v^rhgt was the duty of every good 
citizen, which was to do all he could to enforce the execution 
of the law. Had the noble Earl who made the objfeSion con- 
fulted the Conftitution, he would have found that all men are 
bound to aflift in putting the law in force, and in ai^Ung and 
affifting the Magiftracy to do fo. Thefe AfTociations go no 
farther — they are not only legal but highly meritorious, as 
tending to lirengthen the hands qf Government, and> by keep- 
ing men upon their gi^arj, to prevent the infidious defigns of 
their enemies ; they are for the prefervation, and npt for the 
de.'tru6lioD, of civil and religious liberty. The voice of the 
people had been, clearly ajrid anitnatedly exprefled by their 
means. 

He begged to inform the noble Lord, that as thefe meetings 
were legal, he would IhtQ thofe. which were not legal. 1 1 was 
a high breach of the law and the Conftitution for any body of 
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men to aflemble^ and infolently to publidr refolutions declara- 
tory of their difapprobation of the condu£l of Judges and Ju- 
ries — It was a daring violation of the law to aflemble and pub- 
liih opinions which militated againft the exprefs letter and 
fpirit of an exifting zGt of Parliament. Let the noble Lord 
commeht on this — he cannot miftake what the real Conftitu- 
tion is — it is not founded on the wild ide^s of miftaken philofo- 
phjr — its bafis is Juftice — its ftrudlure is wifdom. 

There were two clafles of Frenchmen now in this country: 
one who came hither by neceflity to take refuge ; they fhould 
of courfe be treated with tendernefs and humanity : another 
clafs who came hither for the purpofe of, and who were aftive 
in doing all they could to create confufioh ; they of courfe 
were the proper objefls of this bill, and ought to be of much 
greater feverity. 

After obferving that we (hould, in this cafe, give MiniAers 
all the power they afked, and the confidence which the Ro- 
mans, in their frceft ftate, gave to their Confuls when they 
pailed the decree ** Caverent Gmfules ne quid detrimentt capiat 
Republican'* his Lordfhip came to the neceffity of the prefent 
^meafure, on which, heobferved, the following queftion would 
arife: ** Can this meafure be juftificd upon the circumftanccs 
of this country at the prefent moment ?" He confefled he 
had no difficulty in anfwering in the affirmative ; and to add, 
that he was of opinion, that the fituation of the country was 
fuch as would have juftified a ftronger meafure. As to the 
difpofition which had manifcfled itfelf in this country to excite 
tumult and create fedition, he believed it to be flill dangerous ; 
and' that it ought to be narrowly watched: it was fliiled for a 
time, but not extinguiftied — it would continue in that ftate, 
requiring vigilant attention while a neighbouring country re- 
mained in confufion, and any expectation could be formed 
that the contagion might be communicated to this. If ne- 
glefted or difregarded by the Executive Government, that muft 
happen ; and therefore, he mufl repeat it, the danger was not 
at an end ; and he hoped that all the inhabitants of this king- 
dom would join heart and hand in alfifting the Executive Go- 
vernment, and conficjer themfelves as pledged to fight /r^ oris 
et focis on this occafion : with fuch a fentiment we fhould be 
fafe — ^without it we might be ruined. 
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Government^ he was glad to fee, poileiTed the confidence of 
the country ; to diminifli that confidence at the prefent time, 
would be to increai^ the danger with which the country was 
threatened. He wifhed to avoid anything like party fpirit in 
the courfe of this proceeding. There '*were many inftancei 
where divifions of opinion, and where party were 'laud« 
able ; but not when the enemy were at the gate, and fome 
of them within the citadel : then we ought, with a generous 
manlinefs, to fuftain the zAs of Adminiftration ; not indeed 
blindly and implicitly, without examining them, but after 
having examined, and feeing nothing greatly defefiive, but 
finding them chiefly good, to confide in them liberally for 
the due execution of what was within the limits of their duty. 

AH parties (hould come forward and (Irengthen the arm of 
Government as much as they could ; they ihould bury and for- 
get all former differences and difpu^s, and unite in their ef- 
forts to preferve our glorious Conftitution : it was fuch-a fa- 
bric, that if he could, he would mak^ it immortal— his wifhes 
certainly went to that length — and on that fubjed he could only 
add, E/iQ Perpetua ! 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE begged leave to make a 
few obfervations. He had been mifunderftood with refpedt to 
the legality of the afTociations fo ably defended by the nobl» 
' and learned Lord, and of the propriety of fome of them. That 
which was convened at Merchant Taylors' Hall he entirely 
agreed with; that atfo which met at the parifh in which he 
lived met his entire approbation ; and the reafon why he did 
not attend it, and fubfcribe to the refolutions eritered into at 
that place, was, that he felt it perfeSly ridiculous formally to 
profefs, what every body knew him, whoever knew any thing 
of him, to feel and acknowledge, he thought it would look as 
if bethought he was fufped^ed. He was as much for the in- 
culcating of moral precepts, and leaching reverence for reli- 
gion, as the noble and learned Lord could be« He wasalfo as 
much attached to the prefent form of Government, and he 
would undertake to fay, that the lower order of fociety in Wilt- 
(hire, and great part of the Weft of England, never read Mr. 
Paine 's books. As to the poniards alluded to by the noble and 
learned Lord^ he declared upon his honour this was the firft 
time he ever heard of themj but he muft obferve that if Mi- 
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nifters knew of fucH things it muft be an eafy thing to prove 
them. As to all diofe accounts of confpiracies, and fufpicions 
of confpiracies, he could not fee how the people of this coun- 
try were to be benefited by their recital : perhaps that fpreading 
fentiments of morality among the lower clafs might more ef*« 
feAually fecure their efteem to the prefent Gover nment, than 
tellittg them fo often of plots and aflaflinations. c 

Lord RAWDON declared himfelf a friend to the principle 
<if the bill, and expreifed his readinefs to do every thing in fup-^ 
port of it that depended on him. 

^ The Earl of GUILDFORD obfcr\-ed, that the main ob- 
jef^ion which had been ftated to this bill, and all the meafured 
cf Adminiftration of the like kind, llill remained as much un« 
Unfwered as at firft, namely, that no ground had been laid 
down as a foundation for the neceflity of the bill. Me then ob« 
ferved, that the prefent bill was repugnant to the whole fpirit, 
and to the letter of the fourth article of the commercial treaty 
between this country and France. [Here his Lordfliip read 
the whole of the article.] He concluded with obferving, that 
this bill was coniidered as a prelude to a war, the only reafon 
we had for entering qn which was, that we flood pledged a cen- 
tury and an half ago to maintain by force a point that perhaps 
may be given up by our own ally. 

The Duke of RICHMOND anfwered the noble Earl upon 
the fourth article of the commercial treaty. He obferved, that 
the French had frequently refufed paflports for feveral xiays to 
Engliflimen, when in France. He contended, that this was 
not to be confidered as a breach of the commercial treaty, but 
the efFeft of particular circumftances. With regard to the ge- 
neral fubje£l of debate, he begged leave to be confidered asi 
adopting all the fentiments of the noble and learned Lord who 
fpoke fo ably upon this fubjeft. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE rofe to explain. He ob- 
ferved, that he had not faid, nor intended to fay, any thing on 
the illegality of the aflbciations of which he had taken notice. 
What he intended to convey was, that they would have an ef- 
feft. which he deprecated, and for which the pi'oceedings in 
France were fo much, and in that refpeft, juftly cenfured* 
They went to eftablifli a Government by clubs. As to what 
the noble and learned Lord was pleafed to iay, with all th« 
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power of language for which hie was fo eminently difttfiguifli« 
ed, about the ridicule that would attach to him if he attempts 
cd to tell the people of Ais country that they were not alarm* 
cd, when they felt they were alarmed^ he could only beg Ieav« 
to remind the noble and learned Lord of the fituatioA into 
which he was led^ by indulging his talents on a former cele* 
brated occafion^ againfl: a well-known Membe;r c^ anotber 
country, and how thkt affair terminated. 

[This we underflood to allude to Lord Loughborough's ee- 
lArated philippic on Doftor Franklin, when he came to treat 
with this country on behalf of the Congrefs of America.] , 

The Earl of Lauderdale^ then proceeded to lament tho 
lofs of the great talents and abilities of Lord Loughborough to 
the party of which was fo long, fo confpicuous, ufeful, and 
ornamental a member. The noble Earl faid that he and the 
party whom the learned Lord had/ now forfaken, had as much 
attachment to the Conftitution as the noble and learned Lord 
had or could have, and he could not help faying, that it was a 
little hard that the moment the noble and learned Lord de- 
ferted the party, he regarded them as completely detcftable. 

Lord LOUGHBOROUGH obferved, upon the allufion to 
the affair of Dr. Franklin, that no one incident of his life gave 
him more confidence than that to which the noble Earl alluded. 
He never repented, he never Ihould repent, of the part he had 
taken upon that fubjed. What that had to do with the debate 
now before the Houfe he left their Lordfhips.to determine.-r- 
He fhould ftill fay, that in that cafe he fpoke as a profeffional 
man at the Council Board, and the talents of the man whom 
he oppofed could not alter the merits of the cafe, as little could 
the fuccefs in the event. As to the party to which the noble 
Earl alluded, by which he meant, he prefumed, the Oppofition, 
as the- term was» he knew them to be men of great talents and 
virtue, and confequently were not likely to thwart the meafures 
of Government, where unanimity was fo defirable, and while 
they recolleSed the effedl of the riots in X780. But, as the 
fubjeft of party was brought forv//ird, he muft obferve, that 
the noble Earl and himfelf had not now, nor ever had, any 
cpnne6lion \vhatever together in a party ; to talk, therefore, of 
his defertipg the noUe Earl and hisparlyt w^asci^rtainlyex^ 
trinfic of all party as to him (Lord Loughborough} ^ but after 
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adl^ if the noble Earl chofe ftill to allude to thofe who hadbeea 
in oppofition for fome years, he entreated the noble Earl to re- 
fleft whether in general they agreed with the noble Earl or, 
*with him (Lord Loughborough) upon this fubjedi. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE obferved, that his Lordfliip 
and himfelf difiered very widely upon this fubjeft ; but whofe 
ju^ment approached nearer to the general opinion, time 
would fliortly difcover ; it was a topic not lik£ly foon to be for-, 
gotten by the Public. 

The motion for reading the bill at a future day was then 
negatived without a divifion, and the. bill immediately read a 
third tiine, and pafled. Adjourned. 

Thurjday^ 7.']th December. 

The bill to revive the Lords' 2L8t was pafled, and fent to the 
Houfe of Commons for their concurrence. Adjourned. 

Friday^ 28/A December. 

The bill to prevent the circulation of affignats in this coun* 
try, from the 5th day of January next, was read a firft time» 
and ordered to be read a Jecond. Adjourned. 

Tuejdayj \Ji January. 

Read a third time, and pafled, the bill for prohibiting the 
exportation of naval {lores, &c. 

Read a third time, ahd paiTed alfo, the bill to prevent the 
circulation of affignats, bonds, promiflbry notes, &c. in this 
country, under the authority of France. Adjourned. 

. Thurfday, ^d January. 

The Houfe proceeded, according, to order, to take into con • 
fideration the aihendments made to the Debtors and Creditors 
bill, the fame were accordingly read a firft and fecond time, 
and agreed to by the Houfe, and a meflage ordered to be fent 
to the Commons,' to acquaint them therewith. 

The Houfe then adjobrned to 

Saturd^f ^th January. 

Tlie Attorney General brought the Alien bill back from the* 
- Commons, and i^iibn^ed their Lordlhips that that Houfe had 
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introduced feveral amendments, which they hoped would meet 
their Lordfliips' concurrence. 

Lord GREN VILLE, that theHoufe might be fully inform^ 
ed of the nature of thofe alterations, moved, " That the bill 
be printed, and that it (bould be taken into confideration on 
Monday." Ordered, 

Monday, yth January. 

The Houfe proceeded to take into confideration the amend- 
ments made to the bill, for eftablilhing regulations refpeiSing; 
aliens arriving in this kingdom, and the fame were agreed to. 
— Adjourned. 

Tuefday, Sth yanuary. 

The Royal affent was given, by commiffion, to the follow- 
ing bills : the bill refpefting ialiens; the bill for preventing the 
circulation of French adignats ; the bill for indemnifying thofe 
perfons who had a6led under the order of the Council, relative 
to the exportation of corn, and the bill for preventing fuch 
exportation in future ; a bill for preventing the exportation of 
naval and marine (lores ; and the bill for extending the pro* 
vifions of the Lords' aft for the relief of prifoners for debt. 

The Houfe adjourned to 

Tuefday, 22d January. 

The order of the attendance of the Judges on the Scots Peers 
eleftions on Thurfday, was enlarged to Tuefday next. 
Adjourned to 

Monday y 2ith January. 

The Marquis of STAFFORD prefented to the Houfe a 
meffage from His Majefty, fimilar to that prefented to the 
Houfe of Commons. [Vide Proceedings of the Houfe of 
Commons of the fame date.] 

Thirty papers of letters that had pafled between Lord Gren- 
ville and M. Chauvelin, were then prefented, and the titles of 
them read. 

The Marquis of STAFFORD moved, " That this mef- 
fage be taken into confideration on Monday next, and that 
their Lordihips be fummoned/' 

Vol. XXXV. ' K 
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' The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he took it for 
granted, that thefe papers, which were mod important^ from 
the confequences they were likely to produce, were to be 
printed. He hoped that it was underitood they would be print- 
ed in time, fo as to be delivered before the meffage (hould come 
under their conflderation. 

' The Marquis of STAFFORD faid, that as the Houfe was 
to meet on Wednefday, he had no doubt, but that fuch of the 
papers as were meant to be pointed, would be ready for deli- 
very to their Lordfliips on that day- 

The order was therefore made for fummoning the Houfe for 
Thurfday. Adjourned. 

Wednejd'ayy 'ipth January • 

The Houfe having met, proceeded to Weftminfter Abbey, 
where they heard a fermon, preached by the Lord Bifhop of 
St. David's } and after having returned, they immediately ad-> 
journed. 

Friday, \Jl February. 

Lord GRENVILLE r©fe to move the order of the day. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that before the order 
of the day came on he would beg leave to occupy a fmall part 
of their Lordfliips* time by a few obfervations, and a motion. 
In confequence, which he had to propofe. He begged leave, 
in the firft place, to call the attention of their Lordfliips to the 
importance of the queftion which they wei/C about to difcufs — 
a queftion that involved in it every thing that was dear to the 
interefts and honour of this country. He could not help ob- 
Ibrving, that in the correfpondence between the noble Secre- 
tary of State and M. Chauvelin, there was a confiderablc 
chafm which it was neceffary fliould be filled up. In the pa- 
pers which had been laid upon their Lordfliips' table, there 
appeared no communication from the month of Auguft to the 
end of November : he thought it material that their Lord- 
fliips fliould know every thing that had pafled. Nor had it 
been ftated by Minifters that any requifition had been made by 
the States General to this country for its aid on the prefeni oc- 
cafion. If our ally had conceived herfelf injured by the open- 
ing of the Scheldt, it was natural to fuppofe fiie would have 
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been glad to bave availed herfelf of the treaty "which fubfifts 
between her and Great Britain, and have demanded that aid 
yhich we w;ere bound by fuch treaty to give. He had not yet 
been informed^ however, that any fuch demand had been 
made ; and till that was made, he could not help conftdering 
all interference on the part of this country to be unneceiTary 
and premature. It could not be faid that the interefts of this 
country were afFe£led by the ppening of the Scheldt, if the 
Dutch themfelves did not complain of it ; and he had not yet 
heard that they uttered any complaint or had made any formal 
requiiltion on the fubje<9:. He thought it material likewife, 
that the Houfe fliould be poffefled of every thing that had 
pafTed between this country and France, in any fhape, or 
through any channel. He had underftood that His Britannic 
Majedy's Minister at the Hague had had communications 
with the Executive Council of France ; of theCb he wifhed to 
be particularly informed. He had, therefore, four propofitions 
to fubmit to their Lordihips, which he hoped they would fee 
no reafon to rejeft : 

Firft, That there be laid before the Houfe the copies of any 
memorial or reprefentation from the States General to the 
Britiih Court on the opening of the Scheldt, with any requifi- 
tion on the part of the States General to the Britiih Court in 
confequence thereof. 

Secondly, Copies.of all Communications between His Ma* 
jelly's Minifters and M. Chauvelin, between Auguil and the 
end of November. 

Thirdly, Copies of any communications that may have 
pailed between His Britannic Majedy's Minifter at the Hague 
and the Executive Council of France. And, 

Fourthly, Any correfpondence that may have been held be- 
tween His Majefty's Minifters and any private agents from 
the prefent rulers in France. 

Lord GREN VILLE declared, that he fhould think himfelf 
bound to give to each of thefe motions a decided negative, be- 
caufe they could not poflibly be ufeful to the difcuflion of this 
day. In regard to th^ firft paper, for a copy of the requifition 
made by Holland, for our affiftance under the treaty of 1788, 
he v^as jiware that in giving his direfl negative it would leave 
nol>le Lords the power of reafoning on the fuppoiitioa that 

Ki 
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there was no formal requifition made by Holland for our afliC- 
tance under the treaty. He had no obje<ftlon to noble Lords 
taking their argument upon that fuppofition ; but if they wifli- 
cd to ftrain it farther than that, and fay that, becaufe there was 
no formal requifition by Holland, (he. Was unalarmed at the 
conduS of the French, he.muft oppofe any fuch implication 
from his conceflion. Holland was ferioufly alarmed : (he had 
made complaints and applications for our aid and friend(hip. 
Would the noble Earl defire that His Majefty's Minifters 
fliould expofe the particular grounds of their alarm, and the 
fpecific applications they had made ? To do fo would be to dx- 
pofe their weak' fide, and to make known to the Houfe the 
manner in which they might be moft afFefted at the opening 
of the war. He (hould therefore certainly obje£l to this mo- 
tion. In regard to other negociations, there were no papers 
in the office of any other correfpondeoce whatever on the af- 
fairs of France. He had had a converfation with Mr. Chau- 
velin on the 28th of November, of which, in the ufual diplo- 
matic way, he had made a note verbale \ and from the autho- 
rity of that note, made at th^ time, he could fay explicitly to 
their Lordfhips, that he had ttated to him the difpofition of 
Government to correfpond with him but in a non-official way. 
He would alfo own that another of His Majefty's Minifters 
had had a converfation with a perfon whom they underftood to 
be an agent of the Executive Council of France, and the 
fame declaration was made to him. What pafTed at this meet- 
ing it was unneceiTary for him to ftate. At a fecond conver- 
fation between the fame perfons, the whole was referred to M^ 
Chauvelin. As to laying before their Lordihips the ijiforma- 
tion received from the Britifh Minifter at the Hague, they 
would fee the obvious impropriety of granting fuch commu- 
nication. It was the very end, ufe, and objeft of a Minifter 
at a foreign Court to coUeft information from every poffible 
channel, and to tranfmit it to his country. Would their 
Lordihips think it wife and prudent that the information fo 
tranfmitted by Lord Auckland (hould be expofed ? He con- 
cluded with faying, therefore, that he fhould give his dired 
negative to all the four motions. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, if the noble Secretary 
bad attended to ^he words of his motion^ he would not have 
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made the objeftion that he had done. His motion was for 
fuch papers as had been tranfmitted by Lord Auckland of 
offers made through him by the Executive Council of France,* 
in fo far as refpedled their cohduft towards England and her 
allies, which was in faft no other than the fpecific fubjeft on 
which they were called upon to determine that day. To de- 
fire Minifters to lay before the Houfe all the information 
which Lord Aucklaiid might have coUefted, would have been 
highly abfurd. 

. The motions were then fever^lly put and negatived. 

The order of the day was now called for. 

Lord GRENVILLE began by obferving, that he fhould 
find it neceflary to occupy a good deal of their Lordfhips* 
time, and, he hoped, their attention, by the obfervations he 
had to offer ; and, he trufted, that upon the motion that he 
had to make to their Lordfhips there could be but one opinion 
in that Hbufc. The period in which he fpoke he would not 
hefitate to fay was momentous — the prefent was big with the 
future fate of this country, and of Europe ; and as we now 
a£ted, muft we hereafter expe£t to experience the good or bad 
effefls of that line of conduft which we fhould adopt. By 
our prefent .decifion mufl the empire of Britain (land or fall ; 
and in our fate will be involved that of every exifling Govern- 
ment of Europe. His Lordfhip faid, that he trufted that the 
Houfe would readily concur with His Majefty in exprefling 
its indignation, its moil marked and animated indignatioij at a 
recent tranfaftion in Paris — a tranfaftion that had filled Eu- 
rope with amazement and horror, and had been received in this 
country with a degree of feeling and emotion that made him 
glory in being an Englifliman. Of the dreadful principles 
that had been eftablilhed in France, the tranfadlion to which 
he alluded was a pregnant and melancholy proof. In violation 
of every law, in defiance of every principle of juftice and hu- 
manity, a felf-conftituted failion had dethroned the Monarch 
to whom they had fworn allegiance — had violated and over- 
turned the Conftitution which they had fworn to maintain, 
and committed an a£): that was unexampled in the hiftory of 
_ modern Europe — an aft that was ftill heightened by circum- 
fiances of greater atrocity than that which Engliflimen blufhed 
at the reciul of, and which formed the greateit blot in the hif* 
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tory of their country. This amiable Monarch/ who had fo 
recently fallen a viftim to the new principles of France, was 
a Prince remarkable for his lenity, his humanity, his juftice^ 
'his regard and tendernefs for the interefts and welfare of his 
people. Sacrific-ing all perfonal conftderations, he convoked 
the States General, and thus voluntarily gave liberty to France ; 
but while he thus conceded every thing that his fubje£is could 
have required, he laid the foundation of his own ruin, and of 
the dreadful misfortunes that now overwhelm that unhappy 
country. In place of the eftablifhment of a rational liberty, 
at which every friend to mankind would have rejoiced, there 
had been reared a fyftem at war with every thing that men 
have been accuftomed to revere — with every principle that can 
conduce to the fupport of civil fociety. Upon the ruins of 
focial order, of humanity, and of religion, had been reared 
the tree of liberty 5 but let us judge of this tree of liberty by 
the fruit which it had produced — an innocent Monarch had 
been cruelly murdered by a felf-conflituted power, without 
having violated any exiAing law, and in violation of every 
principle of juftice : his judges were a party in the caufe — 
they were legiflators, accufers, judges, and jurors ; and fo un« 
defined were their powers, that many of them were at a lofs 
under what denomination to give their vote upon a queftion fo 
important as the life of their Prince. But, under all thefe cir- 
cumflances of horror and injuftice, had the operation of the 
French principles been confined to their own country : how- 
ever, as men, we might have deplored the confequenccs, we 
fhould have had lefs reafon to arraign them ; but when we fee 
a wifh,' on the part of the French, to extend them to other 
countries^— when we fee them zealous to extend them to our 
own, and bufily employed in endeavouring to effe£l this pur«- 
pofe, it became a ferious and momentous confideration indeed 
— we might fee the fame fcenes performing here — we might 
fee them crowned by the fame horrible and atrocious a<^! 
The flighteft fuppofition of fuch a poffibility, he was certain* 
would not only deeply afFedl every man in that Houfe* but 
every fubjeft of the Britifh empire. His Lordfhip proceeded 
by obferving, that he was afraid he (hould not feel himfelf 
equal to the tafk of entering fo fully upon this queftion as it 
was bis earnefl wiih to do i but he fhould, notwitbftanding. 
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trefpafs fo Ikr upon their Lordlhips' time as to explain himfelf 
upon thof6 points which he thought moft material to the intro^ 
d'u6lion of the motion which he meant to propofe. With re* 
fpeft to France, nothing could have been more juft or gene- 

I ifous than the condu6k of this country : from the earlieft period 

of their Revolution this kingdom had ftudioufly declined alt 
interference ; and he would take upon him to fay, that had 
they confined themfelves to the limits of their own territory, 
and the internal arrangement of riieir own affairs, the fame 
fyftem of fcrupulous neutrality would have been religloufly 
obfcrved. His Majefty had obferved, with refpeS to France, 
the ftrifteft neutrality — a line of condu6l that he was reluc- 
tantly obliged to change, not only itt his own defence, but f«r 
the prefei;vation of every exifting fyftem of Europe, in the ba- 
lance of which Great Britain not only formed a principal part, 
but in the due prefcrvation of which (he had fo material an 
intereft. It had been faid, that becaufe Holland had not made 
any pofitive requifition to us refpefting the openifng of tht 
Scheldt, it was not our bufinefs to volunteer our affiftance ; 
but he would refer it to the decifion of the Houfe, whether it 
was not a ftronger reafon for our offering our affiftance, be- 
caufe a valuable and ancient ally was intimidated by the over- 
bearing power of France from demanding that affiftance to 
which flie had a right ? It was material to the exiftence of 
Great Britain, that Holland fliould remain a free and indepen- 
dent ftate : it was particularly material that fhe fhould not be 
under the influence of the power and of the prefent principles 
of France. In that unhappy and diflrafted country there had 
been, within the (hort fpace of three or four years, no lefs 
than three Revolutions. No fooner had they fworn to the 

I maintenance of one, than they eftabliflied another form of 

Government ; and what their next was (o be, for at prefent 
they had none, it was impoffible to foretell. It feemed to be 
their objeS, however, firft to overturn every other eftabliflied 
fyftem in Europe — a principle which, in the earlier ftages of 
their Revolution, and indeed till within thefe two months, they 
had formally and anxioufly difclaimed. The dreadful tranf- 
acRiions of the loth of Auguft, and of the ad and 3d of Sep- 
tember, overturned the laft Conftitution, to which they had 
ftrorn allegiance, and difibhtd the power of the King. His 
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Majcfty foon after thought it proper to recall his Ambaflador 
from Paris, as there was no legally-conftituted power with 
whom he could communicate. M. Chauvelln, the accredited 
Minifter of His moft Chriftian Majefty, ftill remained here, 
though his fundllons had ceafed. His Majeily did not chufe 
to order him to depart, becaufe that would have been a virtual 
acknowledgement of the 'King's depofition ; but all official 
communication with him was fufpended. At the time when 
France was threatened by the combination of foreign powers 
againft her, her language was moderate, and her condudt, with 
refpeft to foreign powers at leaft, fufficiently juft. On the 24th 
of May M. Chauvelin made the following declaration r 

" Religioufly faithful to the principles of its Conftitution, 
whatever may be definitively the fortune of her arms in this 
war, France repels every idea of aggrandifement : (he wifhes 
to preferve her own limits, her liberty, her conftitution, and 
her unalienable right of reforming herfelf, whenever (he (hall 
judge proper : (he will never confent that foreign powers 
fhould in any (hape didlate, or (hould dare to nouriih a hope 
of dilating laws to her ; but this very pride, fo natural and 
{o juft, is a pledge to all the powers from whom (he (hall have 
received no provocation, not only of her conftantly pacific 
difpofitions, but alfo of the refpcft which the French will at 
all times know how to pay to the laws, the uf^ges, and all the 
forms of government, of different people. The King alfo 
defircs that it may be known, that he would difavow, deci- 
dedly and feverely, all thofe of his agents in foreign Couits 
at peace with France, who might dare to deviate a moment 
from this refpeft, either by fomenting or by favouring revolts 
againft the eftablifhed orcjer, or by interfering in any manner 
whatever in the internal politics of thofe States, under pretext 
of making profelytes, .which, exercifed towards friendly 
powers, would be a real violation of the law of nations." 

It would appear, from the papers on their Lord(hips* table, 
that H»s Majefty had been applied to to mediate between 
France and the allied powers ; but, ever zealous to preferve to 
his own fubjefts the bleflings of peace, he had declined all in- 
terference in a point in which it would avail nothing, and 
might ultimately tend to involve him in the quarrel. It was 
known to their Lordfhips^ that the combined armies had en« 
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tercd FranJce ; and it was likewife kiiown» that from the un- 
forefeen contingencies of war they were obliged to retire. 
Then the fyftem of France became entirely 'changed : flie 
began to form and to indulge thofe views of aggrandifement 
and of conqueft which (he had formally and folemnly relin- 
quifbed ; and, under the pretext of fpreading univerfal liberty 
^nd fraternity, (he aimed at univerfal conqueft. She had over- 
run with her arms the whole of the Netherlands, the province 
of Nice, the dutchy of Savoy, and feveral other ftates fituated 
upon the Rhine ; and her conquefts were attended with confe* 
quences unknown to civilifed nations. It was the diftingui(h- 
ing chara£leriftic between the wars of civilifed and barbarous 
nations, that, in the former, wars were carried on in the 
names of the kings, and, in the latter, it was a war of the mul- 
titude. In the former, perfonal property was always refpe£l- 
ed — it was confidered as facred : individuals were not only left 
in complete pofleflion of their property, and their civil privi- 
leges, but of their religion, which was of much morexonfe* 
quence than either — the conqueror only claimed as his right 
the public revenue of the country. But far diiferent was the 
warfare which the French now carried into every country 
which they could reach : they not only feized the public reve- 
nue of fuch countries, but private property was conlifcated^ 
every higher order was profcribed, and none were permitted to 
remain but the loweft and pooreft mafs of the people. Evea 
thefe, too, were denied the exercife of their religion — every 
thing was compelled to yield to the more enlightened fyftem 
of France. Such was the fraternity which Frenchmen car- 
ried into foreign countries, which they invaded without provo- 
cation, and tyrannifed over without remorfe ; and fuch frater* 
nity would France extend to this happy, this favoured ifland ! 
It had been faid, that the prefent perfons who now exercife4 
what they called the Executive Power in France were anxious 
to treat with this country, and were unwilling to go to war 
with us. With the prefent power in France, he contended^ 
it was impoffible to treat ; for there the momentary will of an 
armed multitude had been fubftituted for order and law. At 
the very moment that we were carrying on a correfpondence 
with their agent here, one of their Minifters had publiihed a 
proclamation to the feaports, inviting them to a war with En^- 
VojL. XXXV. L 
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land — inciting them to bring aid to the republicans of Eng- 
land, (who, he thanked God ! were very few in number in- 
deed), and threatening to fend ever the red bonnet of liberty 
to their republican friends. Was it upon the promifcs or pro- 
teftations of fuch men that we could rely ? No. Let us judge 
of them by their ads : it is by their condud only that we caa 
form an opinion of their wifh to avoid a war with this coun- 
try : they knew the only terms upon which it could be avoid- 
ed. Upon that head we had afted with the charaiieriftic can- 
dour and opennefs of Engliflimen ; but, in place of fubfcri- 
bing to thofc terms, they-^were preparing for frefli conquefts, 
and our ally, the Dutch, were in the mod perilous iituation. 
In place of withdrawing their forces within the limits of their 
, territory, the' French had infolently faid, they would retain 
the poiTelfion of Belgia until the conclufion of the war, or un- 
til the confolidation of the liberties of that country. And 
who is to be the judge of this confolidation, as they are pleafed 
to term it ? The French th^mfelves ; thofe very men who 
were bufied in the aft of plunder and rapine, and who, fhould 
they ever relinquifli their conqueft, would leave it a niiferable 
ruin. He would pofitirely ftate, that the fafety of Europe 
demanded that thefe provinces (hould be refcued from the ty- 
rannous gripe of France, and it would likewife be material 
under what Government they were afterwards to be eftablifh- 
ed. He would not fcruple to declare, that he fhould think 
theni equally dangerous if edablifhed as an independent re- 
public, as if they were to be under the immediate yoke of 
France ; for that powerful and overweening empire would ftill 
fway them under that fpecious, but empty, form of liberty and 
independence. 

Much had been faid about the Scheldt being the only fource 
of enmity between this country and France. The caufes of 
enmity and jealoufy were innumerable ; and there was one 
much ftronger than any that exifted between thofe two coun- 
tries, when France thought proper to declare war againft 
Audrla. It was the chief caufe of complaint on the part of 
France, that the Emperor had upon his frontiers bodies of un- 
fortunate men, who had been driven from their country^ and 
who longed to return to it in fafety and* with honour. At the 
prefent momenti when France pretends to be fo anxious to 
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avoid a war with England and her ally the Dutch^ the latter 
has a much ftronger rcafon, in faft, for hoftility, than France 
bad agairift Auftria, The French have planted upon the Dutch 
frontiers a band of rebels and defperate banditti, who have fled 
their country for crimes ; and from this body are difleminated, 
by French agents in Holland, principles and plans dangerous 
to the Government of that country, and hoftile to the peace of 
Europe. The prefent, indeed, he conceived a period the moil 
dangerous and critical to this country, in which it became us 
to exert our power for the prefervation, not of our political 
balance only in the fcale of Europe, but of all thofe bleflingt 
which we fo exclufively enjoy. Negociation had been tried in 
vain; there was but one alternative; and it was, a pleafing 
confolation to His Majefty's Minifters, in the line which they 
were' obliged to purfue, that they had >vith them the almoft 
united voice of the Britifli Empire. 

His Lordfhip then moved, ^' That an hiimble addrcfs be 
prefented to His Majefty, to return His Majefty the thanks of 
this Houfe for his mod gracious meflage, and for the commu* 
nicationof the papers which, by His Majefty 's command, have 
been laid before us : To ©ffer His Majefty our heartfelt con- 
dolence on the atrocious a£b lately perpetrated at Paris, which 
muft be viewed by every nation in Europe as an outrage on 
religion, juftice, and humanity, and as a ftriking and dreads 
ful example of the eifed of principles which lead to the viola- 
tion of the moft facred duties, and are utterly fubverfive of the 
peace and order of all civil fociety. 

" To aflure His Majefty, that it is imppflible for us not to 
be fenfible of the views of aggrandizement and ambition which^ 
in violation of repeated -and folenm profeffions, have hcGn open- 
ly manifefted on the part of France, and which are conne^ed 
with the propagation of principles incompatible with the exift-. 
ence of all juft and regular Government : That, under the pre* 
fent circumftances, we confider a vigorous and e(Fe£lual oppo- 
lition to thofe views and principles as effential to the fecurity of 
every thing which is moft dear and valuable to us as a nation, 
and to the future tranquillity andfafety of all other countries : 

" That, imprelfed with thefc fentiments, we (hall, with the 
utmoft zeal and alacrity, afford His Majefty the moft effedual 
afiifUnce, to enable His Majefty to make a farther augmenta- 
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tion of his forces by fea and land, and^to zSt as ciTcumftances 
may require in the prefent important conjunAure, for main^ 
taining the fecurity and honour of his crown, for fupporting 
the juft rights of his allies, and for preferving to his people 
the undifturbed enjoyment of the bleffings which, under the 
Divine Providence, they derive from the Britifh conftitution." 

Earl STANHOPE rofe, he faid, upon the moft important* 
occafion that ever he had witneffed, to declare his opinion that 
this calamity, pregnant with ruin to England, had been^ 
brought on by Minifters. It had been provoked by noag- 
greilion. England had neither been injured nor infulted ; but 
we were drawn into this moft imminent of all dangers by a 
iyftem of pride, peeviflinefs, and paflion, incompatible with 
found wifdom and true policy. Every man of humanity ought 
to exert himfelf, even yet, to ftrive to avert the evil from his 
country ; and he took upon him to fay, that even yet it might 
. be avoided, if w** would fhake off the falfe pretences under 
which we covered our real defigns, and aft \vith the opennefs 
and candour that became a great nation. The noble Lord, in 
ordfer to (hew a former miftatement of the noble Secretary of 
State, read part of a letter from Citizen Condorcet, expreifing 
the anxious defire of the French to maintain an amicable un- 
derftanding and generous friendfhip with England ^ and this 
friendfhip might have been maintained, but for the infidious 
and crooked manner in which our Minifters had carried on the 
negociation. They were willing, forfooth, to carry on an 
unofficial correfpondence ; and thus they contrived to irritate 
a galled people, to wound their delicacy, to infult their dif- 
trefs, and to provoke their pride. As if all this were not fuf- 
ficient, they completed the infult, by the outrageous manner 
of M. Chauvelin's difmiffion. Let us judge, of them by our- 
felves. What wpuld King William have done, if his Mini- 
iter had been fo treated ? Was there any neutrality in peremp- 
torily demanding that they (hould quit Brabant, and at the fame 
time, not as peremptorily demanding of the combined Kings 
that they (hould not attack France } Neutrality, from its very 
edence, was equal. The noble Secretary had faid, that he faw 
no difference between annexing Brabant to France, andereft- 
ing it in^o an independent Government. Did he mean, that 
we were to fee it reftored to the horror of its ancient bondage 
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nnder thcHoufc of Auftria i He would tell the noble Secretary » 
that he had no right to eiiflave any perfon. He had heard many 
things that day brought forward to inflame the paflions of the 
Public. How poor and pitiful were fuch expedients ! Let us 
look back to our own hiftory, and fee whether our own Go- 
vernment had not been ftained by a£ls as horrid. Did wt not, 
by aft of Parliament, fet a price of 100,000 pounds on the 
head of the Pretender I And yet, with the memory of this faft, 
to reprefs our malignity, we endeavour to heat the public mind 
by reproaches on the difordered ftate of France. What will all 
this avail you ? You will not make this a war of the people of 
Great Britain. It is a war of the Government of England, 
againft the funds of England, againft htr paper currency, 
againft her manufaftures, againft her bed and deareft interefts. 
The real motives of this war are, that you* diifike the prin- 
t:iples of the French revolution. If thefe principles are good, 
it is not your war that will extinguifh them. But how are 
you to oppofe them ? What is our army ? What our militia? 
Lord RAWDON called the noble Earl to order- 
Earl STANHOPE faid, I wiih the noble Lord had ftatcd 
why he called me to order, or that he had flopped till I had 
concluded my fentence. I aiked, and when we are on the 
point of being plunged into a war, my duty obliged me to a(k, 
^hat is our army, what oyr militia, compared with the army 
and militia of France ? They have voted an army of 500,000 
men. We may vote men top ; but where fhall we find the 
money ? Let us look back to our late miferable taxes on foap, 
on candles ; and let us fairly a(k ourfelves, whether they do 
not prove that we are nearly come to the end of our refources? 
H^^ve a melancholy pidure of the condition of the poor in 
this country, drawn from the too faithful records, collefted by 
an excellent patriot, Mr. William Morton Pitt. He demand- 
ed alfo, in what way we were to carry on this war ? Were we 
to attack the French iflands ? They wiflied to lofe them. But 
he deiired their Lordihips to recoUeft, that on the French pof- 
fefling their iflands, depended the continuance of ours. Had 
we calculated on the probable infurre6lions in thofe iflands ? 
He warned their Lordftiips againft the danger of driving them 
to defperatioa* He concluded with nu>vijig an amendment to 
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the Adjdrefsy by omitting all the words after the firft fentence^ 
and fubftituting to the following effeO. : 

" To affurc His Majefty, that this Houfe will take into its 
earlieft confideration the fubjefl recommended by His Majefty^ 
and will zealoufly concur in the meafures which, upon due 
deliberation^ fhall be found mod conducive to the dignity of 
'His Majefty 's crown, and the fecurity and interefts of his 
people. In the mean time, they humbly beg leave to recona- 
vnend to His Majefty, to exert every means becoming the dig* 
nity of his crown, to avert from this country the calamities of 
war." 

The Earl of D ARNLE Y followed, and after apologizing f«r 
intruding on their Lordftiips' time, unufed as he was to the ha- 
bits of public delivery of his fentiments, declared his moft de- 
cided approbation of the meafure pr^pofed. This approbation " 
his LfOrdftiip grounded upon a comparifion between the profef- 
lions of the French nation and their uniform pra£lice ; the one 
continually running in a ftream dlrefily contrary to the other. 
The Ihocking tragedy lately aded at Paris, was alfo an addi- 
tional and powerful incentive to his concurrence in the prefeqt 
meafure; which he conceived to^be called for by every fentii 
ment that could a£luate either the feelings or underftandings of 
mankind. 

The Earl of CARLISLE, in fupportof the addrefs, exprefled 
his aftoniftiment that any thing like an oppofition could appear 
to a meafure, upon which he had conceived there could be but 
one voice, one heart, and one hand, not only within their 
Lordftiips' walls, but throughout the nation at large. It had 
been imputed to thofe at prefent at the head of affairs, that 
they poflclTed all the inclination, and fought but the pretext to 
enter into a war. To him fuch an imputation appeared moft 
prepofterous ; and that, on the contrary, it muft be felf-evident, 
that inftead of being defirous or feeking the pretext for war, 
peace muft of all things under Heaven be the objeft moft de- 
firable, and \yhich they muft have moft at heart. Was it to 
be believed that in the prefent lituation of- this country, when 
by the uninterrupted bleilings of peace, it had arrived at a ftate 
of profperity unparallelled in its own or any other annals; 
when this profperity had gradually arrived at its prefent height, 
if not by their means, at leaft under their guidance^ was it to be 
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believed, he faid, that Miniftry were lb lavifli of their fame^ 
fo indifferent to their own perfonal interefts, as fooliihly and 
wickedly to endeavour to throw down that fabric, in the raifing 
of which To much pains had been taken ? 

Of the neceflity of thp war itfelf,, as well as the juftice upon 
which it was "grounded, his Lordfhip entertained no doubt. It 
was a war into which we were driven not only by the neceflity 
of the prefervation of our good faith with our allies, but by the 
total want of it in thofe who have been endeavouring to divert 
our attention by profeffions to which their every adion gave the 
lie. He would npt attempt to excite their feelings or roufe 
their indignation by adverting to the recent butchery of their- 
King, farther than as it tended to prove, that while they were 
preaching up the dodrines of humanity and philofophy, the/ 
were in (zSt void of every fentiment that ought to influence 
mankind, and in their condufl could only be cotnpared to fe* 
rocious beafts. It was the great topic of argument with thofe 
who were hofliie to the prefent meafures, that we ought to ne- ^ 
gociate rather than precipitate ourfelves into hodilities with the 
French. Not to take notice of the almoft impoilibility of ne« 
gociating with men, amidft the rapid changes which mark the 
prefent features upon F/ench occurrences, he would aft, how 
does our taking fuch fteps, and purfuing fuch precautions as 
may be neceflary for putting us in a ftate of defence, in cafe we 
fiiould be ultimately driven to the extremity of a war, preclude 
the fuccefs of a negociation ; or rather, was it not the mod ef- 
feAual means for preferving, if poffible, the continuance of 
peace, by (hewing we were ready for the oppofite extreme i 
It had alfo been urged againd Adminiftration, that theyrwere 
relu6lant to treat with M. Chauvelin, or thofe with whom he 
aded ; and that this reludlance was the more inexcufable, in-* 
afmuch as, let the event of the war be what it may, the con- 
cluflon mud be, we muft treat at lad, and therefore better ta 
do fo now than after the wafte of blood and treafure. To thi* 
he anfwered, that he trufted we (hould never be brought to ne- 
gociate with men avowing fuch principles and abetting fuch 
pradices as thofe which difgrace the prefent fa£iion of France ; 
that whenever they are ready to abandon the one, and abftain 
from the other> then and then alone could this country enter 
iateany connexion with themn with a-due-regard eitbectober 
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honour or fafety. Upon thefe grounds his Lordfliip declared 
his mod decided approbation of the propofed addrefs. 

The Earl of DERBY faid, that he had not intended to utter 
a word that day on the queftion^ but two noble Lords had ^ 
avowed that it went dire&Iy to pledge the Houfe to war. It 
became, therefore, infinitely more ferious than he had believed 
it. The country was flourifhing beyond all expedation that 
could be formed of opulence ; becaufe we had enjoyed peace^ 
while all around us were at war; and becaufe our mamifa£lu- 
lers and merchants had, in the fpirit.of enterprize, taken ad- 
Vantage of the circumftances of Europe, by pufliing their in- 
duftry and fpeculation to an unexampled height. Were we to 
put the whole of this to the hazard P The noble Lord had 
fairly owned that the Dutch had not called upon us. Why 
were we fo eager to volunteer our fervices ? Were we fute even 
that our ally wiihed for gur interference ? Were we perfeftly 
fure that we may not expofe our ally to calamities more dread- 
ful than thofe from which we are fo eager' to proteft her i 
The noble Earl doubts of the readinefs of Minifters to go to 
fea in a dorm. It is not long fince the noble Earl did not think 
fo favourably of the fame Minifters. On the queftion of the 
Ruffian armament, the noble Earl thought them ready to plunge 
the nation into a war, without provocation or neceflity. On 
that occafion^ as well as oui the prefent, Minifters found a rea* 
dy complying P,arliament. But the voite of the people fup« 
ported the voice of the minority, and forced Wfinifters to fur- 
render their defperate and impolitic proceedings. The country 
was refcued from the calamities of a war, by its own good 
fenie ; and if they had time to tc&c&. upon the prefent arma- 
ment, they would again give judgement againft it. If I were 
fingle in the Houfe, I would oppofe my negative to the pro- 
pofition. I know that in three months the manufadlurers of 
this country will call upon you, with a loud and powerful 
voice, againft the evils to which you are about to expofe them. 
It is now pretended, that the French, by having received ad- 
drefles from England, have furniihed a motive for war. This 
cannot be true ; for the King's fpeech on the meeting of Parli- 
ament, though it fpoke of the reception of thofe addreiTes, did 
not fpeakof them as a caufe of war. Andnave we not, from 
the experiment that has been lately m^de upon the temper of 
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the nation, the moft general and convincing proof, that the 
people of this country are united infupport of the Conftitution, 
I perfeftly agree in the propriety of the noble Earl's amend- 
ment. It will give your Lordlliips time for deliberation; 
and though I did not know of any fuch motion, it has my 
hearty concurrence. It is of no confequence to me perfonally, 
whether my vote fliall be popular or not. I v^ant nothing ei- 
ther from Miniftry, or Oppofition. I have difcharged my 
conA:ience by endeavouring to avert from the nation the cala- 
mities of a war, which I think unprovoked, and which might 
even yet be prevented by difcretion. 

Lord PORCHESTER approved of the war. It was not a 
war againft the libetties of France. It was a war, not of 
choice, but neccffity. It was a war for every thing that was 
dear to us ; perhaps for our very exiftence. It was not there- 
fore a war to be entered upon on mercantile confiderations. 
They were not to balance the probable profit and lofs. They 
were not to inquire even into the means of carrying it on. If 
we were reduced to our laft {lulling, we fhould not tamely lie 
down, and fufFer ourfelves.to be cruftied. 

The Earl of KINNOUL faid, though not accuftomed to 
approve of the meafures of the prefent Adminillration, becaufe 
he thought tltem not calculated to promote the public welfare, 
nor deviating from that line of conduft and thofe principles on 
which he had afted, and fhould continue to aft, with the noble 
Lords near him, yet he fhould give his hearty fupport to tha 
prefent addrefs. For whatever might be the opinion of men 
and meafures in general, he thought there ought to be but one 
voice, hand, and heart, on the prefent occafion, to fupport ci- 
vil order and government, our excellent conftitution in church 
and flate, and the laws and magiftracy of the realm, by which 
alone the lives, liberty, and property of every jndividual, 
from the highefl to the loweft, can be duly preferved ; and :o 
counteraS every evil combination of men, whether they be 
fecret and invidious, or openly avowed, that mean to fubvert 
that conftitution, law, and government, and difturb th^ public 
tranquillity ; and to counteraft them by watchfulnefs, firm* 
nefs, and moderation, and activity, whenever neceffary. 

On thefe principles he had voted, and fpoke on the addrefs, 
at the clofe of the lafl feffion, when His Majefty ilTued his 
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-Royal proclamation, and (hould have voted for the addrefs at 
the opening of the prefent feflion, and the alien bill, had he 
not been prevented from attending his duty in Parliament. 

Rethought the ^prefent ftate of France an awful leflbn to 
every furrounding kingdom. They had begun tofubvert every 
principle of religion and every principle of government, and 
every "bond of fociety ; and having totally deftroyed their own 
eftabliftiment, without having fet up, or even feemingto wifli 
to fet up, any real Government in its room, be it of either mo- 
narchical, ariftocratical, or even democratical form. They 
had immerfed into every fcene of cruelty, injuftice, and ty- 
ranny ; had thrown their own country into the moft wretched 
ftatcof anarchy and confufion, and had clofed their wild and 
fad career with the late moft atrocious aft, accompanied with 
every horror, the moft fhocking to humanity. After all, not 
content with having plunged their own country into the moft 
unexampled ftate of diftrefs and mifery, they were endeavour- 
ing, by every means in their power, to diflfeminate their infa- 
mous doftrines into every country in Europe ; to ftir up the 
difafFefted of every State to (edition and rebellion ; to overturn 
every where all order and all government ; to bring other coun- 
tries down to the miferable level of their own. 

This country for a long time wifely adopted a ftrift neutra- 
lity ; yet France will not allow it to reft there quiet, but pro- 
vokes it to war, by every perfidious and infolent means, to fliew 
her views of ambition and aggrandizement, the moft alarming 
and dangerous to this country and the liberties of Europe ; and 
what is ftill worfe, to propagate every where the worft of prin- 
ciples, and to fupport thofe principles by force. 

Though every one muft wifh for the prefervation of peace, 
on every account, if it can be preferved in a manner fafe, per- 
manent, and honourable to this country, and none would con- 
demn more than he did an unjuft, unneceiTary, or wanton war ; 
yet, from the circumftances of the times, and the condu6l of 
France, he thought war inevitable, and therefore fliould vote 
for the addrefs, which certainly went to put this country in a> 
right ftate of preparation and force, and which, as he faw little 
rcafon to expeft otherwife, muft moft probably end in war. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he owed to the 
people of Great Britain a clear fl^tement of the reafons which 
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aSuated him in his public condufl. He profeffed himfelf to 
be one of the people ; and it was not the low and pitiful in- 
veSives that daily iflued from the prefs, that (hould make him 
ihrink from the profecution of thofe, reforms that he thought 
eiTential to the public happinefs. He deplored the adl of atro« 
city lately perpetrated in France, which was as diftant from 
true policy as from humanity and juftice. He fpokc of the 
fcene of horror with pathetic agitation ; and faid, that the paf- 
fions of the multitude of France were fatally brought into the 
prefent ferment by the fanguinary manifeftos by which the 
march of the Duke of Brunfwick through the country was threat- 
ened to be tracked with blood. Paris was to be confumed, and 
the army were to exterminate all who dared to oppofe the arro- 
gance of defpotifm. It was true that the conduct of the French 
had been horrid ; but he augured ill of the intention of Britifh 
Minifters, when he faw them joining with their juft complaints 

againft France, the moft infidious appeal to the paflions. 

Good God ! if they have reafons for devoting the country to 
war, cannot thefe reafons ftand the teft of fober difcuflion ?-— 
Inftead of fubmitting the grounds of complaint to rational dif- 
quifitions, a vile colleftion of papers is diftributed at your 
Lordfliips' doors, pitifully coi^rived to excite your prejudices 
againft the French nation, and to turn that into matter of anger 
and refentment, which ought to be the fubjeft of the cooleft 
and moft deliberate* refleftion. They have colleded all the ab- 
furdities of all madmen ; all the monftrous propofitlons of the 
heated imaginations of individuals, to induce you to believe that 
this nation of madmen and fpeculatifts are not t9 be reafoned 
with, but to be crufhed. They roufe you to revenge, inftead 
of calling upon you to deliberate. When I hear of the intem- 
perance of Mr. Burke and Mr. Windham; when I heard a 
noble Lord, during the fliort continuance of his difinterefted 
fupport of Government, calling the French by the moft op- 
probrious terms; another calling them "ferocious beafts;" 
and when I daily hear the contemptible calumnies and pro- 
voking outcry againft them, can I wbnder that they fliould ba 
exafperated in return, and that the multitude in both countries, 
thus goaded, ftiould commit a£ts of the moft rancorous hatred ? 
Is this the conduft of Statefmen and Legiflators^ where dif- 
paiiionate reafoning ought alone to predominate i I am readj 
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to own, that the a6ts of the Convention, for the three laft 
montRs, have been monftrous and abfiird. But in all iheir ab- 
furdity and wickednefs, they have manifefted an uniform defire 
of maintaining peace and friendfhip with England. He read 
fome pafTages relative to this fubjeft, from a report made, by 
Briflbt ; and fpeaking of Briflbt himfelf, added, that he was 
proud to rank him in the lift of his friends. His virtues and 
talents merited the acknowledgement. 

If their Lordfhips were determined to fee the bufinefs in its 
fair point of view, and be guided in their determinations by the 
diftates of found policy and reafon, it would be neceffary to 
take into their confideration what were the objedls for which 
we were rkifhing into a war; was it for* the purpofe of joining 
in the league of Kings, as it was termed, to reftore the Go- 
vernment of FraTice to its former ftate and principles ; or of 
totally extirpating that people? Whatever they might be, 
would it not be equally prudent and neceffary to examine well 
into the means by which war was to be carried on ? Whether, 
under the immenfe load of debt with which this country already 
groaned, it could bear fuch additional burdens as would be ab- 
folutely neceffary to' give vigour and effeft to our operations? 
But moft of all, were they not bound to confider well, what 
might be the probable event of the conteft ? We were told, 
that the French Weft- India illands would fall an eafy prey to 
our arms — the facl: was, the French cared not what became of 
them ; they were no longer neceffary to their fyftem ; and how 
could we be fure that by the very ad of incorporation, we 
might not be introducing into our own iflands the feeds of thofc 
very opinions we feemed fo determined to root out ? Another 
confideration his Lordftiip deemed of mtich importance. Sup- 
pofe the French completely miitaken in their theory andmifled 
in their practice, were we fure we were about to purfue the 
proper means to reclaim them from their errors ? It certainly 
appeared rather paradoxical that the fword fhould be the only 
way to reftore men to a right way of thinking ; and fo far was 
he from that opinion, that he believed it was of all other mea- 
fures the moft calculated to confirm them in their opinions, 
and unite them in their determinations. 

It ftruck him as fomewhat fmgular, that in looking over the 
papers laid before their Lordfliips, nothing appeared to (hew 
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what was the condu£l of the Dutch upon this occafion, nor 
any requifition on their part for that afliftance which we feem- 
ed fo eager and zealous to beftow. The noble Secretary of 
State h^d ftated that much communication had paffed upon the 
fubjefl:, though no formal requifition had been made; but he 
could not help confide ring the whole of fuch communications 
to confift in our fending to afk them to fend to us for afliftance, 
and feared the event would prove, that Holland, unable and 
unwilling to aflift itfelf, would be 'either thrown upon ourowa 
hands for fupport, or elfe fall an eafy, perhaps a willing prey 
to our enemies. He concluded with cenfuring the mode in 
which Minifters had conduced what (Communications had 
pafled between the two countries. He affirmed, that fo far 
was France from ^eing hoftile to this country, that, as far as 
fell within his knowledge of them, during his late refidence 
among them, he could with truth affirm, that all individuals, 
of whatever rank or ftation, in power or out of power, pro- 
fefled the utmoft defire to preferve the peace and harmony hi- 
therto fubfifting between the two countries. As a proof of this 
fentiment, he had already read an extraS from a report of 
Briffot. 

Lord STORMONT faid, he confidered the queftion to be 
one of the mofl important that ever, called for the confidera- 
lion of Parliament ; his Lordfhip urged the propriety of 
ftrenthening the hands of Government, in the preftnt critical 
fituation of affairs, and advanced many arguments to prove 
that it would have been unpardonable in Miniftry not to have 
armed under fuch circumftances. Lord Stormont took notice . 
of the ftriking contrait between the prefent ftate and refources 
of Great Britain, and thofe of France. He faid France had 
acknowledged a deficit of feven millions fterling, in one mouth, 
and what country on earth could fuftain fuch a deficiency long? 
It was true, the Convention had iffued eighty millions in af- 
iignats, but where was the fund to render them of any value, 
or to give fecurity to thofe who took them ? His Lordfhip 
fpoke of the execution of the late King, as one of the moft 
cruel and barbarous afts that ever difgraced the annals of any 
country. He faid, that having had the honour to be long in a 
public fittiation, he had an opportunity of acquainting himfelf 
with the French Monarch intimately, and if ever there was a 
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inan> who had more of the milk of htiman kindnefs about hitn 
than another, it was Louis the Sixteenth. He pointed out with 
great precifion, all the (teps which the pofleflbrs of power in 
France had purfued in aggreffion of this country, and thofe of 
its allies. He (hewed that under the pretence of freedom, the 
French were in full exercife of the mod unparalleled defpotifm^ 
and compared their conduft to that of Louis the Fourteenth^ 
who afted as a civilized viftor amidft all his fplendid fuccelies. 
His Lordfliip delivered himfelf with his uTual fuavity of manner, 
and force of argument. We had more to fear than ever from 
the ambition and policy of France ; (he pretended to annul all 
treaties made between Sovereigns, becaufe the people were not 
a contraSing party ; and in that cafe, all the treaties that ac- 
tually exift, muft be annulled, for unlefs in the Republics of 
Poland and France, the right of making treaties, as well as 
peace and war, was vefted in the Crown. His Lordfhip cer- 
tainly did not approve of war, if it could poffibly be avoided ; 
it was difficult to calculate its expence, or what might be its 
confequences ; but he was fure he (hould not repent the opi- 
nion he had juft given, becaufe he was convinced in his con- 
fcience that it was abfolutply neceflary. His Lord(hip a(ked> 
what confidence could their Lord(hips place in the feeming 
moderation of France ? Did they not mean to fay, let us wait 
till we have (ini(hed the war in which we are engaged, before 
we begin the E^gli(h war ; and the only favour we can then 
expe£t is, to be the laft to be dedroyed. His Lordfhip could 
not allow that it would be a war againft liberty, in favour of 
defpotifm, as there was no liberty in France. In no country 
in the world, or in no hi (lory, can any parallel be found to 
the tyrannical proceedings that had been carried on there. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that it was in vain 
to deplore what had now happened with refpeft to the late un- 
fortunate King of France, though he was perfuaded, that the 
death of that unfortunate Monarch might, in fome degree, be 
afcribed to th^ pride and obllinacy of His Maje(ty*s Minifters, 
in refufing to open a negocration with the French Republic, 
by which the life of the unfortunate Louis might have been 
faved. Among a body of men confifting of feven hundred, a 
majority of five hundred might have been obtained at lefs ex- 
pence than it would cod to carry on the prefent war for a fingle 
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day. He had, during the courfe of his political life, been 
engaged in two wars ; the firft of which had been commenced 
in defpondency, and terminated in triumph ; the laft had begun 
in confidence, and ended in defpair ; and both, by their accu- 
mulated preflTure, had laid a d^bt of 150,000,000!. on the na- 
tion. Adminiftration had fpecified two grounds on which 
they wiflied to enter into a war with France: the one, to 
prevent her aggrandizement ; the other,^ to flop the progrcfs 
of her principles. During the time of Sir Robert Walpole, 
perhaps the wifeft Minifter that England ever faw, France 
was fufFered tc take pofleffion of Lorraine, a province in- 
finitely more valuable than Savoy, without the fliehteft molef- 
tation ; and at a later period, (he was permitted to feize Cor- 
fica, without any interruption from Great Britain. The 
honourable Secretary had ftated, that it would be as prejudicial 
to the interefts of Europe, if the Belgic Provinces ihould be 
ere6\ed into an independent Republic, as if they were united 
to the Commonwealth of France ; and in fo doing, he ap- 
peared to have forgotten the negociation formerly carried on 
between Mr. Vandermerfch and the Britifh Miniflry, and the 
plan which had been concerted between our Court and the 
King of Pruflia, for wrefting thefe territories from the Houfe 
of Auftria. 

With refpeft to French principles, as they had been deno- 
minated, ihefe principles had been exported from us to France, 
and could not be faid to have originated among the people of 
the latter country. The new principles of government, foun- 
ded on the abolition of the old feudal fyftem, were originally 
propagated among us by the Dean of Gloucefter, Mr. Tucker, 
and had fince been more generally inculcated by Dr. Adam 
Smith, in his work on the Wealth of Nations, which had been 
recommended as a book neceffary for the information of youth, 
by Mr. Dougal Steuart, in his Elements of the Philofophy of 
the Human Mind. 

But whatever thefe principles were, a metaphyfical war was 
not the means of cxtinguifhing them ; and, as to France, it 
could not be hoped, that the utmofi fuccefs would give us the 
pofleffion of that country, into which the Duke of Marlborough 
had dreaded to marchj even after the battle of Blenheim, 'An 
attempt upon it would be as ridiculous as Charles the Second's 
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threat to the Mayor of London, that he would move his court 
to Windibr; to which the Mayor replied, " What ! did your 
Majefty fay that you would move the Thames to Windfor I" 
The enthufiafm of the French People rendered tl^em formidable 
enemies, however they might now be defpifed. He did not 
know whether one EnglilTiman could beat ten Frenchmen, but 
he was fure, that one cnthuliaft could beat ten mercenaries \ — 
and, in a converfation at which, in an early part of his life, 
he had, been prcfcnt between the Duke of Brunfwick and fome 
other Generals, the fame opinion had been. declared by the 
company. 

Tho' he could not pretend to any correfpondence which coul4 
entitle him to any extraordinary intelligence, ye]t he could with 
confidence affirm, that France was much difpofed to be direc- 
ted by the current opinion in this kingdom ; and in confequence 
of this predileftion, England had it now in her power to a<El 
the moft glorious part which had ever been affigned to any 
nation. She might eftablifli a conftitution jn France congenial 
to her wilhes, and extricate Auftria, and our ally Pruffia, from 
the dilemma in which thefe two powers were involved. The 
temporary decreafe of our public expenditure had been the . 
efFecl of a long peace ; but we had no permanent fund by 
which we could fupport the expence of a war. The French, 
on the contrary, by the power which their Convention poflefled 
of creating aflignats, had an unlimited capacity of obtaining 
credit to whatcfver amount it pleafcd. As a proof of what he 
affcrtcd, he appealed to a communication made by General 
Dumourier to the National Convention, and which had not 
been previoufly communicated to any but the Executive Coun- 
cil. By this piece of intelligence, it appeared, that General 
Dumourier had negociated a loan from the Clergy of the 
Low Countries, by the produce of which he would-be en- 
abled to maintain an army of 120,000 m.en for ten months. 

The idea of taking pofieffion of the French colonies could 
hardly be realized ; and, if we could obtain them, we fliould 
be under the neceffity of reftoring them as an equivalent;^ for 
the loffes fuftained by our allies on the Continent ; — and were 
"^ we aflTured that rh^firji flep of the French would not be to arm 
the Negroes, , by w^iich an univerfal infurreSion in all our 
Weft-India Iflands might be excited r — The petty privateers 
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bf France 'would deftroy our trade ; and, confidering the 
cafe ih all iti^ circumftancesi thcwar muft be ruinous and un- 
|>opular in the country. It was not a war which fpccified any 
particular injury which we had fuftained as a ground of hof- 
tilities ; it was a war commenced on account of metaphyfical 
opinions. f 

Thfe States of Holland were in the tnoft defencelefs condi- 
tion^ and no force we could fupply was adequate to their fafety* 
Confidering, therefore, the quedion in every point of view, 
his Lordihip faid he would vote againft the addrefs. 

TheEarl of CARLISLE rofe to take notice of the objeSion 
which had been made to his having ufed the words ferockus 
heafts. His Lordfhip explained in what fenfe he had applied 
the phrafe ; and faid, as the noble Lord had expreflfed a wifli 
that the murderers of the French King had been fpoken of in 
fofter termsj* he would readily adopt a milder expreflipn to 
gratify his Lordihip. For inftance, he would call them lambs^ 
land fay that thefe lambs had aflaffinated 7000 innocent fellow 
citizens, and at laft crowned their career of murder by the 
barbarous death of one of the mildeft of Monarchs. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR 6bferved, that, in the few 
words with which he fliould trouble their Lordfliips, he could 
not do better than endeavour to recall the difcuffion, from the 
undue extent to which it had proceeded) to its* own bounds.-— 
In the fpeeches which he had heard againft the iddrefs pro- 
pofed, the queftion of immediate war with France, and fome- 
times that of the war in the abftraS, had been chiefly obferved 
upon ; while, in truth, neither of thofe queftion« could with 
propriety be introduced in debate, and while the addrefs cer- 
tainly deferved the fupport even of thofe who were moft ad- 
Verfe to every proportion of war. 

Whatever might be thought of hoftilities, no man could 
obferve the prefent fituation of Europe, the rapid fuccefles of 
France^ and the threats which flie held out againft the eftab- 
lifhed laws, as well as againft the ^llies of this country, with- 
out admitting, that it was our duty to Vixm. Thie addrefs ex- 
prefled no more upon that topic, than the approbation with 
Vrhich the Houfe heard His Majefty's intention to increafe his 
forces. Another part of the addrefs declared the refolution of 
^ Houfe to prefervc the privileges of the Throne, and the 
Vol. XXXV. . iV^ 
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Conftitution of the country ; would any man objeflt to that ? 
Another expreffed the fenfe of the Houfe upon the late cala- 
mitous events in France. He (hould not only believe, that 
there could be no objedion to that paflage, but he was fure, 
that, of all the invidu^Is, whom he then faw, and whofe for* 
row was teftified not in their habits only, but in their coun- 
tenances, not one would have gone home with a quiet bofomi 
had fuch an expreflion, by any extraorditiary inadvertence, 
been omitted. 

Having thus fupported the addrefs, his Lordfhip replied to 
fome obfervations which had been made in the courfe of the 
debate. The feizure of two veflcls, loaded with corn, had 
been noticed as an indication of hodile intentions againft 
France ; as if to prevent the exportation of corn was any un* 
ufual effort of prudential interference on the part of Govern- 
ment. It was, on the contrary, not only a matter of courfe, 
but, in the prefent inftance, had been loudly folicited of Minif- 
ters, by Grand Juries at the different Quarter Seflions, by cor-, 
porations, and by the vifible circumftances of the country. — 
The high price of corn fince the late harveft had not only ju(*- 
tified fuch a meafure as a matter of prevention, but demanded 
it as matter of prefent relief. It was necefT^ry to the welfare 
of this country, and did not depend, for its ju{lification> upon 
any fort of political relations with others. 

It was next faid, that the war would be a metaphyfical war, 
and that it would not prevent the progrefs of French principles. 
His Lordfhip wifhed to have it confidered, what fort of meta- 
phyficians the French were, and by what nieans they propagated 
their doftrines. The decrees of the 19th of November, and 
of the 15th of December, fufficiently explained them. They 
there faid, that, whatever people did not accept the principles 

V offered to them, (hould be confidered and treated as enemies. 
When the Magiftrates, therefore, of Franckfort, and the 
Affemblies of Flanders, reprefented, that they were fatisfied 
with their own Conftitutions, what was the anfwer ? Was it 
a page of writing, an effort in difputation, or a firing of ar- 

* guments ? No, it was a corps of five thoufand men, with 
cannon planted at the corner of each battalion. Thefe were 
the metaphyficians whom we were never to oppofe by force, 
fmcc they, forfooth, offered nothing but addrcffes to reafon. 
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His Lordfhip preffed this argument for fomc time ; after 
which he contiafted the ufe made by the modern French of 
their conquefts, with the conduft of Louis XIV., whofe am- 
bition had, notwithftanding, been fo much dreaded in England. 
That Monarch had ufed no farther violences than the unhappy 
neceflity 6f war juftified ; while he retained his conquefts, he 
refpefled the laws and cuftoms of the conquered ; when he 
left them, he left them with no other injuries than thofe they 
had fuftained by the war. The prefent French left* behind 
them the feeds of difcord, of rebellion, of cruelty. The peace 
of families, the order of Governments, the fandities of reli- 
gion, were attacked by them, and the conteft was likely to 
continue, or to be revived, long after their departure. With 
thefe praftices they were now in Bruflels, in Germany, at 
Geneva, and in Savoy ; yet they were to be fpoken of as if 
thefe efforts were only thofe of fcholaftic difputes, carried on 
in the quiet retreats of learning, and by the weapons which 
literature affords. 

It had been argued that two different Minifters faw Lorrain 
and Corlica kiztd by the French, without deeming them worth 
a war on the part of England ; but did it follow that, becaufe 
one increafe of territory might be viewed without refiflance, 
an accumulating increafe was to be obeferved without alarm ? 
Ever Cnce the reign of Charles II., when a corrupt Court 
had affifled to promote French fafhions, the aggrandizement 
of France had been feen with jealoufy by England ; the fpirit 
of EngJifhmen had rifen at that time, both againft France, 
and the friends of France in England ; from which day to this, 
we had been advancing in importance and profperity as a na- 
tion. 

His Lordfliip here alfo noticed the threats held out by the 
National Convention of France, who had promifed, that 
within fix months, they would aflill the Republicans of Eng- 
land ; and who had faid, that not only one, but all Kings, 
ihould be deftroyed. 

A noble Earl had declared, with pride, his frlendfhip for 
M. Briffot, one of the Members of the Convention, and the 
Editor of a Paris newfpaper. Friendfhips were matters of 
tafte, and he had no doubt that thofe of his Lordfliip were 
formed upon correft principles. As there was a tafte in pic- 
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tures for objcfts in ruins ; for defolated cities, {battered pa- 
lacesj and proftrated temples ; there might be a fimilar tafte in 
moral or political queftions. 

A people in a ftate of infurreSion was a fublime objeft ; 
and to a mind heated with a view of them, a more quiet and 
orderly courfe of events might appear infipid- " The fame 
noble Earl," faid his Lordfhip, " has mentioned, that I, for 
fome fhort time, took part in a difmterefted oppofition. Had 
he known more of me, he would neither have ufed the firft 
term nor the laft ; for the firft is incorrefl in chronology, and 
the fecond is unexaft in calculation. Did he know upon 
what terms my exchange of fituations has been made, he 
would, perhaps, not much approve my prudence in qiaking it. 
Such affairs are not properly matter of public difcuffion ; but 
one motive, I will confefs, had, upon the balance of many rea- 
fons, 4)ublic and private, confiderable weight with me : it was 
that of being enabled to take a more aSive, a more open, a 
more forward, and, therefore, a more expofed part againft the 
friend?; of Briffot in England." 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid a few words in reply. 
f< I commend," faid his Lordfhip, f* the ptrfcverance, the 
confiftency, the difintereftednefs-of M. Briffot 's Gondufi. 
Such is the man witli whom I fliall always be proud to claim 
friendfhip. The man whofe condud is contrary to this, is 
neither my friend nor my eneiny, but too contemptible to be 

cither." 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE alfo fpoke in reply, and 

, faid, that " becaufe Holland \^as defencelefs, therefore we 

were to abandon her," was not his affertion ; but that we had 

no right to compel her to call upon us for, affiilance, contrary 

to her Qwn ^inclination. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, as fo many of their 
Lordfhips were prefent, he would take that opportunity of 
giving notice, that in the courfe of the next week he would 
bring forward a motion, in order to bring the war with France 
^lore immediately under their JLoMfbips- confideration. 

At length the queftion was put on the amendment, which 
"was rejected ; the main queftion was then put| and carried 
without a divifion.-; — :— Adjourned. 
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Tuefday, ^th February. 

The Houfe met purfuant to adjourrirticnt. The Judges, 
agreeable to fummons, attended to give their opinion on the 
following qucftion, fubmittcd to them during the laft feflion 
,of Parliament : • 

'* Whether the inftrument in queftion be a writ fufficient in 
law^ to certify, according to the ftatute of the 6th of Qiieen 
Anne, that Francis Vifcount Dumblain, on the 14th of July, 
1790, appeared in Chancery^ in open Court, and took and 
fubfcribed the oath and declaration therein mentioned ? " 

The LORD CHIEF BARON, for himfclf, and on the 
part of his brother Judges, gave an opinion in the affirmative^ 

Adjourned. 

Wednejdayy 6th February, 

The Duke of DORSET acquainted their Lordfliips, ^hat 
His Majedy had received their addrefs^ and had returned a 
moft gracious anfwer to it. 

Friday y St.h February. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE gave notice, that it was his 
intention^ on, Monday, to make a motion for the purpofe of 
procuring the produdlion of all the papers tranfmitted to Go- 
vernment from Lord Auckland; His Lordfliip, at the fame 
time, faid, that his motion would vary from that which it had 
been his wi(h to make, on account of certain circumftances 
that had very recently occurred. 

Adjourned to Monday. 

Monday y nth February. 

Lord Grenville laid before the Houfe a mcfTage from His 
Majefty, which was read, and is as follows : 
G. R. 

His Majejiy thinks proper to acquaint the Houfe of Lords ^ that 
the Affembly now exercifing th^ powers of Government in France 
have, without previous notice, directed a^fs of hofiility to be com- 
mitted againfi the perfons and property of His Majeflf s fubje£iSy 
in breach of the law of nations, and of the mofi pofitive fiipulations 
of treaty : and have fince, on the mofi groundlefs" pretences, aSfually 
declared war againfi His Majefly and the United Provinces. 
Uridfr the circumfiances of this wanton and unprovoked aggrejfton^ 
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His Majejly has taken the necejfary Jieps to maintain thi honour of 
his Crowny and to vindicate the rights of his People ; and His 
Majefty relies with fonfidence on the firm and effe6iual Jupport of 
the Houfe of Lords y and on the zealous, exertions of a brave and 
loyal People y in profecuting a jujl and necejfary ivar, and in en^ 
deavouringy under the hlefpng of Providence y to oppofe, an effectual 
harrier to the farther progrefs of afyfiem which Jirikes at the fe» 
curity and peace of all independent nations y and is purfued in open 
defiance of every principle of moderation y good faith y humanity ^ and 
Jujlice. ^ 

In a caufe of fuch general concern y His Majefty has every rea* 

Jon to hope for the cordial co-operation of thofe powers who ar0 

united with His Majejiy by the ties of alliancey or who feel an 

intereft in preventing the extenjion of anarchy and confufiony an4 

in contributing to the fecurity and tranquillity of Europe. 

G. R, 

After the reading of it was finiflied, Lord GRENVILLE 
faid, that he did not think the Houfe could come to any im- 
mediate refohition upon it. He would, therefore, move it 
might be taken into confideration to-morrow. 

The Houfe ordered the meffage to be taken into confider^* 
tion to-morrow, — —Adjourned. 

Tuefdayy I2th February, 

Lord GRENVILLE moved the order of the day for taking 
into confideration His Majefty 's meflage. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE begged their LordOiips 
would not proceed to the order of the day until they fhould 
have afforded him an opportunity of moving for fome papers 
which appeared to him to be abfolutely neceffary for enabling 
the Houfe to determine what anfwer ought to be given to His 
Majefty's meffage. In that important communication it was 
flated, tliat the declaration of war againft this country was, on 
the part of France, an unjuft and unprovoked aggreflion, and 
fupported only by frivolous or groundlefs pretences. In order 
that their Lordfhips. fhould be able to concur with the King 
in this affertion, it was fit that they fhould be in pofTeflion of 
fome papers relating to certain tranfadlions to which the Na- 
tional Convention had referred as one of the grounds of the 
war. What he here alluded to were the orders for preventing 
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the exportation of corn to France at a time when it was al- 
lowed to every other country, not excepting thofe which were 
aSually at war with France. So marked a meafure as this 
could not wcjl be viewed by the French in any other light than 
that of hoftility ; and if they were right in point of (zGt, it 
would be impoflible for any impartial man to lay his hand upon 
his heart and fay, that their complaints on this head were fri- 
volous and groundiefs. In order to clear up the queftioijicf 
faft, it was his intention to move for copies of the orders given 
by His Majefty *s Minifters for flopping the exportation of corn 
to France. There was another point alfo which ought to be 
cleared up before the Houfe proceeded to take the meffage into 
confideration. The National Convention afferted, that Eng- 
land had entered into a treaty with the Emperor in the month 
of January. If this were true, it was unqueftionably an aft 
of aggreflion againft France, and would put it out of the 
power of any noble Lord to concur' in an addrefs to the Crown, 
declaring that France had commenced the war on groundiefs 
pretences. Before he (hould make any motion on thefe fub* 
jefts, he wifhed to learn whether the noble Secretary of State 
would, of his own accord, agree to produce the papers, which 
could alone enable their Lordfhips fairly to meet the important 
difcuilion te which the order of the day would lead. At pre- 
fent he (hould only conclude with moving for the orders of the 
Privy Council for prohibiting the exportation of foreign corn 
to France. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, it was by no means his intention 
to produce any more papers than thofe which were already be- 
fore the Houfe, becaufe he did not think that any more were 
neceifary to ground and warrant the addrefs which he fhould 
have the honour to move in return for His Majefty's meffage. 
But it was his intention to admit the hEi, that Government 
had interfered to prevent the exportation of corn to France ; 
and in the courfe of his fpeech he would endeavour to (hew 
that the meafure was wife and praife-worthy. If he (hould 
not adduce fufficient reafons for (hewing the propriety of the 
addrefs which he intended to move, the noble Lord might pro- 
pofe to negative or poflpone it, and then make a motion for 
the produftion of more papers. 
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The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, there could be no true? 
d'lgtiity in a dlfcuflion without information ; furely if their 
Lordfhips wifhcd to imprefs (heir proceedings with trtie dig- 
nity, they would (hew to mankind that before they came to any 
refolutioh they had fortified their judgement by every poffible' 
aid. What were they to be called upon to do ? In His Ma- 
' jefty's meffage the rupture was faid to be a groundlefs and un- 
provoked aggreffion on the part of the French ; if their addrefe 
was to be, as ufual, the echo of the micflagey they were to be 
called upon to fay the fame thing. Would they then fliut 
^eir eyes againft the examination of a faft which might con- 
vince them that they could not truly approach the throne with 
fuch a declaration ? 

The queftion for the orders was then put and negatived. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE^ faid he would not, after the 
fate of his firft motion, prefs his fecond, particolarly as he 
could not know whether any fueh treaty realty exiftcd. It 
was enough that he had brought the matter before their Lord- 
fhips* 

Lord GRENVILLE prefented the papers moved for on a 
former day, the declarations of Lord Auckland, &c* 

The order of the day was read, and 

Lord GRENVILLE began by obferving, that when he 
laft addredcd the Houfe on the fubjeft of the mifunderftanding 
between this country and France, the motion which he made 
on that occafion was honoured, not indeed with the unanimous 
fupport of their Lordfhips^ but with a concurrence fo very 
nearly approaching to tinanimity, that it could not poffibly be 
the rcfuit of any thing but a thorough cont^idlion of the ne- 
ceffity o( farther armaments^ and of aAu»i war. The conduft 
of their Lordfhips on that occafion he muft conftder as an 
aufpicious omen of the fupport which' he might expeft that 
night ; for he was fully perfuaded that e^ery noble Lord who 
voted for the laft addrefs to His Majefty was' tlioroughly con^ 
vinced in his own mind, at that time, that war was at that mo- 
ment certain, unavoidable, and at no diftant periods The' 
event had fufficiently proved that the conviftion was but toe-- 
well founded. Their Lordfhips would recolleft the ftate i» 
which the negociation with M. Cbauvelin was wheti it bfoikff 
off: he had delivered a paper, purporting to contain explana-' 
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tions calculated to remove the jealoufies 6f this country and 
avert a war ; but it concluded with a declaration, that in cafe 
thefe explanations (hould not prove fatisfaftory, and fatisfac- 
tory, his Lordfliip faid, it was impoflible they ihould prove, 
France would then prepare for war. This was a menace 
which fufficiently (hewed that peace was not the objedl of 
France ; for ihe muft have known that England would never 
bend to threats, and that therefore to hold them out was the 
moft effedlual way not to conciliate or maintain a good under- 
ftanding, but to provoke a war. His Majefty, in the whole 
courfe of the negociation, had demonftrated, that the conti- 
nuance of peace was the obje£l: neareft his heart, and that no- 
thing but dire neceffity fhould make him refort to war. It 
was this pacific difpofition which had induced the King to au- 
thorife his Miniftersto treat with M. Chauvelin even in an un- 
official way, that no means of preferving peace might be loft. 
In obedience to His Majefty's commands, a negociation was 
opened, in which his Minifters defired to wave for a time the 
queftion of recognifing the new French Government or its 
Minifters : they wanted not to make this a preliminary to ne- 
gociation, but a meafure to which a friendly intercourfe might 
ultimately lead, if France ftiould manifeft, in the courfe of 
unofficial communications, a pacific difpofition, and a defire 
to quiet the alarms and promote the tranquillity of Europe. 
Had France heen really difpofed to peace, ftie would have 
adopted this mode of treating,, or at leaft ihe would have de- 
clared, that it would not become her dignity to treat in fuch a 
manner ; but inftead of concurring with His Majefty in the 
meafure which he had recommended for the fake of peace, or 
of ftating any objedlion on the fcore of dignity, fhe prefiTed 
forward the queftion of recognition, and delired that her Mi- 
nifter might be immediately received as Ambaflador from the 
Republic. Such a proceeding could not have been dictated 
by the fpirit of peace, and might well be conhdered as a preli- 
minary to war ; the obje<Sl of it could be miftaken only by a 
(hallow (latefman ; there was little doubt but that it was to 
found the difpofition of England towards her allies, to try 
whether (he was firmly determined to fupport them, and whe- 
ther the people of this country were ready to ft and by His 
Majefty in a war againft France. If fuch was her objeft, it 
Vol- XXXV. O 
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was evident flie had been out in her calculations ; for (he had 
difcovered that the people of England were not to be feparated 
from their Kinj, and that they were at all times ready to arm, 
when fummoned by the facred obligation of treaties; and a re- 
gard to the honour and character of their country. When 
His Majefty's Minifters refufed to make the recognition of the 
French Republic a preliminary to negociation, the Executive 
Council of France adopted a meafure which, of itfelf, might 
be confidered as a complete rupture of all negociation, and 
tantamount to a declaration of war ; for an order was imme-, 
diately ifllied, contrary to the law of nations, and to the faith 
of treaties, for (lopping all the Britiih fhips in the ports of 
France. Here His Majefty might have confidered his dignity 
fo far attacked as to jullify a determination on his part not to 
liften to any offer of negociation, fhort of an apology and re- 
paration, for fo outrageous an a£i: ; but his love for peace ftill 
prevailed, and would not fuffer him to renounce any chance 
for the continuance of it. To this end it was that Lord Auck- 
land, the Englifli Ambafllidor at the Hague, having difpatched 
advice home that General Dnmourier, Commander in Chief 
of the, French armies in the Netherlands, had fent to him to 
propofe a perfonal conference with him (Lord Auckland) at a 
certain time and place, for the purpofe of refuming the nego* 
ciation, and trying to avert x\}e calamity of a war. His Ma- 
jefty refolved to give his AmbaiHidor leave to attend the confe- 
rence. , From this ftep on the part of France, and the King's 
readinefs to co-operate in the happy work of redoring peace to 
Europe, it might well have been expe^ed that the period of a 
general pacification was at no great diltance. But how would 
their Lordfhips be adoniihed when they IhouW hear, that, on 
» the Very day fixed for the conference between Lord Auckland 
and General Dumourier, and to which His Majefty had rea-» 
dily allented, the National Convention a6lually declared war 
againft England and Holland r This ftep was a clear mani- 
feftalion of the hoilile difpofition of France, and of her deter- 
mination at all events to break with us, and to attack the 
Dutch. This ftep could not poftibly leave a doubt in any 
man's mind which of the two, England or France, was the 
aggreflbr. Were he to reft the motion which he intended to 
make on what he had already advanced, he was convinced thai 
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their Lordfhips would agree with him in declaring to the King 
and to the world, that the war was unprovoked on our part; 
that it was on groundlefs pretences that France was entering 
into it ; and that thofe pretences were urged for the purpofe 
of concealing from Europe, as far as Ihe was able, the fyftem 
of aggrandifement which fhe m^s endeavouring to piirfue and 
eftablifli. But in a cafe of fuch magniiude as the prefent he 
was willing to meet every thing that had been advanced by the 
National Convention as ground of the war ; and he trufted he 
fliould make it appear that the pretences which they brought 
forward were in fome inftances falfe, in others either frivolous 
or abfurd. That he might fpeak with greater accuracy, he 
faid, he would read thofe different grounds from the account 
publiflied by the Convention. He began by obferving, that 
this account confifted of three parts : — firft, the report made 
by M. Briflbt ; fecond, the fpeech made by another Member, 
which the Convention ordered to be printed ; third, the decree, 
containing the enumeration of the acis by vvhich England was 
laid to have provoked the v/ar, and the declaration of hoftili- 
ties. He faid, he had too much refpeft for their Lordihips to 
read the infamous libel which Briffot's fpeech contained upon 
the King of Great Britain, a fovereign who was fo beloved by 
his people, who was fo juflly dear to them, and who inva- 
riably confidered his own happinefs as infep^rable from that of 
his fubjedls. To read a libel on fuch a Prince could anfwer 
no other end than that of exciting the general indignation of 
the Houfe, and roufing the paffions, when he wiflied to addrefs 
hinifelf folely to the u.nderftanding of their Lordfhips. The 
enumeration of the grounds on which the decree for the decla-^ 
ration of war was founded, contained fome, which, in point 
of date, were long anterior to the negociation with M. Chau- 
velin, and of which that Minifter had never once complained. 
This he would make appear in th'e courfe of his obfervatiohs 
upon the decree, which began as follows : 

'* The National Convention, after having heard the report 
of their Committee of General Defence, on the conduftof the 
Englifli Government towards France : 

^* Confidering that the King of England has perfifted, efpe- 
cially fincc the revolution of the loth of Auguft, 1792, to give 
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proofs of his being evil-difpofed towards the French nation, 
and of his attachment to the coalition of crowned heads:*' 

It was very remarkable, his Lordfliip faid, that this was the 
firft time that it was ftated by France, that England had in the 
fmalleft degree departied, before the date of the prefent arma- 
ments, from the drift line of neutrality, which the King had 
refolved to purfue with refpeft to the affairs of France ; with 
what a bad grace the Convention brought fuch a charge, would 
appear from this ftriking circumftance, that the very firft paper 
which M. Chauvelin delivered to His Majefty's Minifter on his 
arrival in this country contained the grateful acknowledgements 
of the French Government for the ftrift neutrality which the 
King had obferved in the war between France and the other 
powers then at war with her. If any departure had taken 
place from that neutrality, why had not ihe complained of it ? 
But no complaint was made ; and therefore it might be fairly 
concluded, that (he had none to make. Her making it at pre- 
fent ferved only to expofe her to the reproach of having ad- 
vanced what could not be fupported, becaufe it was not true. 
The next charge was, . 

•^ That at the period aforefaid, he ordered his AmbafladOr at 
Paris to withdraw, becaufe he would not acknowledge the 
Provifional Executive Council, created by the Legiflative Af- 
fembly:" 

In anfwer to this. Lord Grenville faid, he muft touch upon 
points which could not but revive the remembrance of tranfac- 
tions, which it would be for the honour of humanity to bury, 
if podible, in eternal oblivion. Their Lordlhips would re- 
coUeft, that on the loth of Auguft a fcene of rnaflacre had 
taken plac?, which had filled the mind of almoll every man in 
Europe with horror : this maflacre had been regularly planned, 
and executed with circumftances the moft (hocking, the bare 
contemplation of which muft appal- every breaft, from which 
all fenfe of humanity was not banilhed. It was true that this 
maflacre "vv-as followed by another on the 2d of September, 
which left the horrors of the former fo far behind, that when 
compared with each other, one appeared completely loft in the 
enormity of the other. But before the 2d of September, the 
revolution of the loth of Auguft muft be, and was, confidel-cd as 
one of the moft horrid tranfaftions that had ever difgraced the 
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annals of mankind. Tbe murders and butchery of that day 
threw into the hands of the perpetrators the power of France. 
They boaftcd in the face of the world, of the (hare which they 
had had in the dreadful tragedy, and dated it as the ground of 
their claim to public favour. Was it with fuch men, that His 
Majcfty's Ambaflador was to treat? Would it have become 
the charafter of Great Britain, to give her fanflion to a mea- 
fure, which could not fail to excite the general indignation and 
execration of all Europe ? Would it have become her to make 
her Minifter treat one day with the King of France, and the 
very next day with thofe who had dethroned him, and by 
means of ads which muil fill the mind of every man with 
horror ? On fuch an occafion, h* was ordered to do what 
was beft fuitcd to the dignified and humane charadlcr of Eng- 
land, he was ordered to quit France and return home. His 
Lordfliip did not mean to fay that, becaufe a country had chang- 
ed its Government, other nations had a right to interfere in its 
concerns ; but this he meant to maintain, that every furround- 
ing nation had a right to expe6l the eftabliftimcnt of fuch a go- 
vernment, as would give fecurity to the people at home, and 
tranquillity to neighbouring ftate? ; and that until fuch Go- 
vernment was ellablilhed, they were not bound to enter upon 
the queftion of recognition, but had a right to wait to fee the 
e(Fe6ls of any inftitution, which might be fet up for the mo- 
ment, by thofe who for the time poflTelTed the power of the 
country. Ou^r Ambaffador, he faid, could not have been fuf- 
fered to remain in Paris after the event of the loth of Auguft, 
without recognizing the new Government, a meafure which 
would on many accounts have been highly indecent? and which 
on one ground would have been extremely impolitic, as it could 
not have taken place without a hafty and premature dccifion 
on the queftion of recognition. It would, he was fure, be 
conceded to him, that as a faftion might for a time procure 
power, fo a foreign nation was not bound to recognize the 
Government fet up by fuch faftion, until it Ihould appear to 
have had the fan(Sion of the people at large. This principle 
applied to the fituation of France at, and before, the i oth of 
Auguft, would decide the queftion, and fliew that our Ambaf- 
fador ought not to have been authorifed immediately to recog- 
nize the new Government. It was well known that the Con- 
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ftitucnt Afleodbly had with the almoft unanimous concurrence 
of the nation eilabliflied a limited Monarchy in France. A 
Republican party was known to exift in the kingdom ; but it 
was comparatively fmall, and ferved only to fliew by their 
feeble oppofition at the outfet, that the great bulk of the nation 
was for a limited' Monarchy. This party, however, gaining 
ground in the fecond AfTembly, began to entertain hopes of 
overturning the Monarchy, and eflablifhing a Republic on its 
ruins. For this purpofe, the perfons who compofed it began 
to form plans for dethroning the King ; but no fooner had their 
defigns got wind, than addrefTes were fent up from all the de- 
partments declaring their determination to maintain the Con- 
flkution with a limited Monarch at his head, and oppofe at 
the hazard of their lives and fortunes, the eftabliftimcnt of 
a Republic. The Legiflative Aflembly following the impulfe . 
of the general fenfe of their conftituents, devoted to execration 
every perfon who fhould attempt to alter the Cpnditution, or 
pull down Kingly Government. The Republican party how- 
ever prevailed in lefs than three weeks after this ; the horrid 
fchemes of revolution which were carried into execution on 
the loth of Auguft, were planned by the party, and the Legi-- 
dative Aflembly being furrounded by a military force, and 
under the daggers of murderers and confpirators, forced to re- 
fcind its own decree, to abolifh the Conftitution which each of 
its Members, and the whole nation, had fworn to maintain, 
and by fufpendingthe King, to eftablifli a Republic on the ruins 
of Monarchy. Had His Majefty's Ambaflador been ordered 
to acknowledge the new order of things at that moment, into 
what an aukward fituation might he not have been thrown ! 
Had the departments done what, from their unanimous addrefles, 
might have been expedled, had they marched their troops to 
Paris to releafe their captive King, to chaftife an impudent 
faftion, and reftore a Conftitution which only three weeks 
before appeared to be an obje£t of veneration to the whole 
kingdom, in what a pitiful light muft our Ambaflador have 
appeared, one day recognizing -the King, the next, recogniz- 
ing the confpirators who had dethroned him ; and immediately 
after going with the Deparments to falute him again upon the 
throne. The only way to avoid fo fcandalous a fcene, was, 
to recall the Ambaflador, by doing which, His Majefty's Mi- 
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niftcrs prudently gave themfelves time to confider, what was 
the fenfe of the people of France, and what would be the Go- 
vernment of their adoption. The recall of Lord Gower was, 
therefore, a meafure of prudence and wifdom on our part, and 
by no means a fymptom of a difpofition in England to point 
out what Government it was her wifli to fee eftabliflied in 
that country. And therefore, he was warranted in faying, 
that this was not a rational ground for a declaration of war on 
the part of France. The next charge brought againft England 
by the National Convention, was " That the Cabinet of St. 
James's has ceafed, fince the fame period, to correfpond with 
the French Ambaflador at London, on pretext of the fufpen- 
fion of the heretofore King of the French; that fince theopen^ 
iog of the National Convention, it has refufed to aflume the 
ufual correfpondence between the two States, and to acknow*- 
ledge the powers of this Convention ; that it has refufed toac* 
knowledge the Ambaflador of the French Republic^ although 
provided with lettp? of credit in his name.'* The anfwer to 
the former charge, vvould, in a great meafure, ferve alfo for 
this. England had a right to fet what degree of liability the 
new Government was likdyto acquire, before (he could deem 
it proper or fafe to recognize it. But it was not true that all 
correfpondencq had ceafed between the two countries ; for His 
Majefty, to (hew his fincere difpofition to peace, had direded 
his Minifters to treat in an unofficial way with M. Chauvelin, 
by which mode of proceeding the queftion of recognition would 
not be prejudiced, and yet all the good effefts that could arife 
from the nAofl: regular correfpondence would be produced. 

The next charge brought him direftly to that fubjeft, which 
had already been mentijoned by the noble Earl, who mad^ 
a motion for papers, which he had not deemed it neceflary to 
call fori' The charge was as follows : " That it has endea^ 
voured to impede the different purchafes of corn, arms, and 
other commodities ordered in England, either by French citi* 
zens or the agents of the Republic ; that it has caufed to be 
ftopped feveral boats and (hips loaded with grain for France, 
contrary to the treaty of 1786, while exportation to foreign 
countries was free." This charge, he admitted, was founded 
in truth ^ but it contained no fair or rational ground for war. 
In the firft place, the Crown was allowed to poflTefs the prero- 
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gative, time out of mind, of prohibiting the exportation of 
arms and military ftores ; this prerogative was ftrcngthened 
by an aA of Parliament, which the King felt it his duty to 
enforce, under the exifting circumftances of affairs. It had 
been doubted whether naval ftores came within the powers 
of the prerogative, or of the aft of Parliament to which he 
alluded ; but to remove the doubt, the Lcgiflature bad thought 
^ proper, during the prefent feffion, to pafs an aft, empower- 
ing the King to prohibit the exportation of naval as well as 
military ftores. The charge, therefore, as far as this went, 
did not afFeft the Executive Government, but Parliament it- 
felf, whofe conduft it was not necqflary for him to juftify 
to itfelf. 

With refpeft to the flopping of corn, he allowed it to have 
been an aft of the Executive Government, and in every point 
of view ftriftly juftifiable. In the firft place, England had a 
right to judge what quantity of corn could be fpared from her 
own confumption ; in the exercife of that right fhe had pro- 
hibited generally the exportation of Englifti corn ; and this 
Ihe might do without rendering an account to any one. He 
admitted, however, that the prohibition had another objeft, 
and extended alfo to foreign grain intended for France. From 
the conduft of that country, it was evident, for feme time 
paft, that fhe was meditating a rupture with us,' and was 
making preparations for that purpofe. With a full convic- 
tion that fuch was her defign, it would have been madnefs 
in His Majefty's Minifters to allow her to lay in ftores of 
corn for fupplying her fleets and armies, which they knew 
very well were foon to be employed againft Great Britain. — 
It was on this view of the cafe that he had for one advifed the 
meafure of prohibiting the exportation of Englifti corn, or of 
foreign corn in Englifh bottoms to France ; he avowed the 
meafure, and was perfeftly fatisfied that all Europe would 
find its vindication in the law of Nations. Before he dif- 
mifled this part of the fubjeft, he begged leave to obferve, 
that the prohibition, as far as it related to foreign corn, did 
not prevent the exportation of- it to France in foreign bot- 
toms ; for that was allowed j and though a foreign veflel car- 
rying foreign grain from England to France had been ftopped. 
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it was only through miftake, and was afterwards fuffered to 
proceed on her voyage. The exaft ftate of the prohibition 
was, that Englifli corn was not aUowed to be exported to 
Fiance in any bottoms ; nor foreign corn in Englifh bottoms. 
The next charge, his Lordfliip remarked, was of a truly ri- 
diculous nature, and might well excufe a lough on the part 
of their Lordfhips, if it were fit to laugh at all Whilft they 
were engaged in fo ferious and folemn a difcuffion as the pre- 
fent. It was this : " That in order ftill more efFedlually to 
obftruA the commercial operations of the Republic in Eng- 
land, it obtained an zA of Parliament prohibiting the circu- 
lation of aflignats." ^This was, no doubt, a dreadful crime > 
on the part of England, who ought to be punilhed with the 
calamity of a \yar, for having endeavoured to prevent her 
own truly valuable paper currency froth being polluted, by 
coming in conta£i with the bankrupt paper of France ; and . 
the latter had unqueftionably good grounds for complainings 
that after fliehad forced her aflignats on the point of the bay- 
onet down the throats of her own people, flie Ihould meet 
with refiftance when flic was endeavouring, by force of arms, 
to cram them down elfewhere, and compel a currency to 
which they were not intrinfically intitled. This meafure of 
flopping the circulation of ailignats, was to be afcribed not 
to the executive Government of this country, but to Parlia- 
ment, who had in the prefent fefllon pafled an ad for this 
purpofe. The, next charge was, " That m violation of the 
fourth article df the treaty in 1786, it obtained another aft, 
in the month of January laft, which fubjeds all French citi- 
zens, refiding in, or coming into England, to forms the 
moft inquifitorial , vexatious, and dangerous." On this he 
would obferve,.that it ill became France to complain of re- 
gulations adopted here for our own fafety, and ftate them as 
iafra£tions of that treaty, which, if fuch regulations could 
.be fairly deemed infradions, had been broken every day in 
France for the laft four years ; and he could appeal to a noble 
Earl (Lauderdale) whether it was not true, that the Englifh 
in France were obliged to procure pafTportsj and to exhibit 
them» not as the French in England were bound to do, to 
Magiftrates, but to every officer and foldier of the regular 
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drtny, of the National guards, or of the National gendarme-* 
rie, who fhouM think proper to demand them ; he could ap* 
peal alfo to the faihe noble Lord> whether the EngHih were 
not liable to vifits from perfons fent to look for arms, and 
whether they were not obliged to give an account of their 
bufinefs, and of the places to which th«y were travelling ; 
thefe, he faid, were matters of n6toriety, and complaints had 
been made to him by Englilh travellers, who had applied for 
hh interference for redrefs. But he reflefted, that the French 
might have thought fuch regulations necefTary for the fecu- 
rity of their new Government, and therefore he did not think 
it proper to interpofe, or complain of them as infraSions of 
the commercial treaty. That the regulations adopted in 
England might be dangerous, he was ready to allow; but 
then it could be only to fuch Frenchmen as had come into 
this country for the purpofe of exciting difcontents and fedi- 
tion \ to all perfons of a different, defcription, they were per* 
fedUy harmlefs* 

The next charge was, " That at the fame time, and con- 
trary to the ift article of the peace of 1783, it granted pro- 
tefiion, and pecuniary aid, not only to the emigrants, but 
even to the chiefs of the rebels, who have already fought 
againft France ; that it has maintained with them a daily cor- 
refpondence, evidently dire^ed againft the French revolution ; 
that it has alfo received the chiefs of the rebels of the French 
Weft-India colonies/' He wiflied that this charge had not 
been worded in fuch general terms, but that it had fpecified 
any particular aft, of which France had truly reafon to com- 
plain. As it ftood at prefent, the only part of it that was 
really intelligible, was that which related to the humanity 
with which a number of .unfortunate men, flying from the 
daggers of murderers, had found an afylum in England, and 
on tlie humai i.y of Englifhmen, fome relief from their dif^ 
trcfles. So far was he from denying this fad, or admitting 
it to be a good ground of charge, that he confidered it as thfe 
higheft glory to his countrymen, that had felt for the v^nts of 
the diftreffed, and expreffed their fympathy by noble ahd ge- 
nerous benefaaions. He could not difmirs this ehaige, 
without obferving that it - was with a bad grace indeed, that 
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France complained of our receiving their emigrants ; for it 
was not to be forgotten that they had received Dutch emi* 
grants, formed them into a corps, called them the *^ Bata-o 
vian Legion," and pofted them on the frontiers of Holland, 
with a view to encourage a revolution party in that country. 
From this it would appear as if France enjoyed an exclufive 
privilege of doing without guilt, what, if done by another 
nation, would draw upon it French vengeance, and French 
arms. The next charge was, " That in the fame fpiritj 
without any provocation on the part of France, and when all 
the powers are at peace with England, the Cabinet of St« 
James's has ordered a con fider able naval armament, and an 
augmentation of the land forces : That this armament was 
ordered at a moment when the Englifh Minlder was bitterly 
perfecuting thofe who fupported the principles of the French 
revolution in England ; and was employing all poflible means, 
both in Parliament and, out of it, to cover the French Re- 
public with ignominy, and to draw upon it the execration of 
the Englifh nation, and, of all Europe ; that the objefk of thii 
armament, intended againft France, was not even difguife4 
in the Englifh Parliament." The anfvyer was, that the ar- 
mament had not taken plajze in England, until France had 
put to fea a confideraWe fquadron, which appeared in the 
Mediterranean ; till fhe had occupied with her armies the 
Auflrian Netherlands ; till fhe had violated the rights of His 
Majefty's allies, and abfolutely refufed to give aiiy fatisfac<- 
tory explanation of her conduft. It was a very curious 
charge indeed " that the armament was ordered at a mo- 
ment when the Englifh Minifter was bitterly perfecuting ' 
^thofe who fupported the principles of the French^ revolution." 
Now it had fo happened that none were profecuted, for per-^ 
fecuted was out of the queftion, but thofe who were endea* 
vouring to excite fedition ; if therefore this charge were trus, 
it muft follow that the principles of the French revolution are 
to excite fedition. The Englifh Minifler was certainly not 
entitled to the honour of drawing upon the French Republic 
the execration of the Englilh nation and of all Europe ; that 
tafk was performed by the Republic itfelf or its Convention, 
by its unewroplpd a£ts of cruelty, opporeflion or injuftice ; by 
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the mockery of the trial of the King, and the mfult offered 
to juftice, when the Affembly was imputing tp that unfortu- 
nate Prince the maflacre of the loth of Auguft, whilft its 
Members were daily boafting that the glory of that bloody 
fcene belonged exclufively to themfelves. It was true, that 
the objeft of the armament was not difguifed in England ; 
on the contrary, it was avow6d to be for the purpofe of ful- 
filling our engagements with our allies, and raifing a barrier 
againft the aggrandizement of France.^ The next charge 
was — " That although the Provifional Executive Council 
of France has employed every meafure for preferving peace 
and fraternity with the Englifh nation, and has replied to 
calumnies and violation of treaties, only by remonftrances 
founded on the principles of juftice, and expreflfed with the 
dignity of freemen, jhe. Englifli Minifter has perfevered in 
his fyftem of malevolence and hoftility, continued the, arma- 
ments, and fent a fquadron to the Scheldt, to difturb the ope- 
» rations of the French in Belgium:" — The anfwer was, that 
the King's Minifters had continued and extended the arma- 
ments, not from any wi(h for war, but for the purpofe of 
guarding againft t)ie ambitious views of France, which fhe 
obftinately refufed to abandon. No doubt it would be thought 
by all Europe that it was a heinous crime in England to have 
fent a fquadron to the Scheldt, for the officious purpofe 'of 
difturbing the operations of the French in the Netherlands,, 
who ought not to have been interrupted in their career of 
aggrandizement. Every one muft be convinced, that the 
conqueft of thofe provinces was their objed ; but that they 
never could expeft to retain them, whilft Holland continued 
to be a diftindt and independent State ; the conqueft of Hol- 
land was therefore a neceftary part of their plan ; it was of 
courfe extremely unkind in Commodore Murray, with his 
fquadron, to defeat it^ 

The next charge brought to the recolleftion of the Houfe 
an event which every man muft equally lament and execrate. 
The charge was, " That, on the news of the execution of 
Louis, he carried his outrages to the French Republic to fuch 
a length, as to order the Ambaffador of France to quit the 
Britifli territory within eight days j that the King of England 
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has manifefted his attachment to the caufe of that traitor, and 
his dcfign of fupporting it by different hoftile refolutions adopt- 
ed in his Council, both by nominating Generals 6f his land 
army, and by applying to Parliament for a confiderable addi- 
tion of land and fea forces, and putting fliips of war in com- 
miflion." It was his wifli not to have touched upon the dread- 
ful murder of the King, becaufe he meant not to intereft the 
feelings of their Lordihips, but'toaddrefs himfclf folely to their 
underftandings ; but it being brought forward, he muft fay 
fomething upon it. It was an aft which had confiimed the 
guilt of the Convention, and left all its other afts of cruelty in 
the back ground ; Europe Jiad heard it with horror ; and at 
fuch a moment to have received M. Chauvelln as a Minifter 
from a body fo branded with infamy, and which, at the fame 
time, inftead of giving fatisfadlory explanations on points in 
which England had a right to demand it, abfolutely prefumed 
to hold out menaces, would have been an inftance of pufiUanf- 
mity which no fituation of afFairscould juftify, or even excufe. 
M. Chauvelin applying at that time to be recognifed as a Mi- 
nifter from the Republic, reminded him of what he learned 
from hiftory, which had paffed after the ^dreadful maflacre of 
St. Bartholomew : The French Ambaflador in England was 
admitted to arj audience of Queen Elizabeth'; palling through 
the apartments leading to the prefence chamber, he found them 
all hung with black ; the Courtiers and the Queen were in 
deep mourning, and in the coldnefs and gloom of the reception, 
he faw how much the dreadful malTacre was exec;rJited. Had 
M. Chauvelin been admitted as Minifter to an audience of 
our King,- after the murder of his own, he muft have found 
the Sovereign and his Court in mourning ; but this would hot 
have been all ; he muft have palTed through the ftreets of a city, 
where almoft every one wore the garb of forrow, and execrated 
the fliocking deed which had given them occafion to put it on ; 
no one could tell to what exceffes their indignation might prompt 
them, on feeing the Minifter of the murderers of their King ; 
his perfon might not have been fafe, and in it the faqred laws 
of nations might have been violated ; to fend him away was 
the wifer mode of proceeding. If putting on mourning, and 
feeling forrow for the murder of the King, was an a£l that 
called for a war, it would not be againft the King of England 
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and his courtiers th^t the French would have to wage it, but 
againft, almoft every man in England, and indeed all Europe. 

^t had been faid on a former day, by a noble Marquis (Lanf* 
down) that the murder of the King might have been prevented ; 
and the means which he thought might have been ufed witk 
fuccefs for that purpofe, were bribery and corruption. This 
could not have been meant as a panegyric on the National Con- 
vention ; for it would be no compliment to men to fay, that 
though deaf to juftice, humanity, and the honour of their 
country, they would liften to the tempting offers of gold ; for 
his part, he did not think that money woujd have produced the 
deiired effedt ; the caufe of the murder lay too deep for avarice 
to reach it, it was the efFeft of foul ambition, the more hor- 
rible, as it was the more unnatural. It was true, that after 
the murder of the King, the armaments were increafed, but 
not on account of that melancholy event, but of a variety of 
other 9,Q.s done by France, which evidently (hewed that it was 
her determination to go to war with England and Holland. 
The non-refidence of an Ambaflador at a Court, was not in 
itfelf a ground for war ; there were countries which from eti- 
quette, or fome pundlilio, were not in the habit of interchang- 
ing Ambafladors. This was the cafe with the Courts of Swe- 
den and Portugal, who had not for many years, till the very 
laft year, interchanged public Minifters. There ' were other 
inftances, as at Conftantinople, where feveral courts kept refi- 
dent Ambafladors, though the Porte kept no refident Minifters 
with them. And yet thofe different nations were in jperfedl 
amity with each other, and never thought of war on fuch an 
account. This, he faid, applied as well to the cafe of M. 
Chauvelin, who had not been recognized, as of Lord Gower, 
who had been recalled. The laft charge was as follows: 

" That his fecret coalition with the enemies of France, and 
particularly with the Emperor and Pruffia, is confirmed by a 
treaty concluded with the firft in the month of January; that 
he has drawn into the fame coalition this Stadtholder of Hoi- 
land ; that that Prince, whofe fervile obfequioufnefs to the or- 
ders of the Courts of St. James's and Berlin is but too well 
Icnown, has in the courfe of the French revolution, and not- 
wlthftanding the neutrality which he profefled, treated with 
difdain the agents of France, received the eaiigrants^ haraifed 
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the French patriots, counterafted their operations, releafed^ 
in oppofition to eftabliftied ufage, and notwithftanding the de- 
mand of the French Minifter, perfons who had been guilty ot 
forging aflignats ; that in the mean time, with a view to concur 
in the hoftile dcfigns of the Court of London, he gave orders 
for a naval armament, named an Admiral, appointed Dutch 
fliips to join the EngliQi fleet, opened a loan to defray the ex- 
pences of the war, put a flop to exportations to France, while 
he favoured fending fupplies of provifion to the Pruflian and 
Auftrian magazines. 

*' Confidermg, in fine, that all thefe circumftances no 
longer leave to the French Republic any hope of obtaining by 
means of amicable negociation, the redrefs of thefe grievances, 
and that all the afts of the Britifh Court, and of the Stadt- 
holder of the United Provinces, are afts of hoftility, equiva- 
lent to a declaration of war, the National Convention decrees 
as follows : ' ' 

*' Article I. The National Convention declares in the 
name of the French nation, that, confidering the multiplied 
aSs of hoftility and aggreflion of the above-mentionedipowers. 
The French nation is at war with the King of England and the 
Stadtholder of the United Provinces.'* 

With refpe£k to the alTertion of coalition with Auftria and 
PruflTia, and of a treaty with the former for the purpofe of 
giving efFeft to what was called the concert of Princes, Lord 
Grenville faid, his anfwer was in four fliort words, — '* It is 
not true." No fuch treaty or coalition had been formed : but, 
on the other hand, it was very natural that when His Majefty 
faw that war was inevitable, he fhould confer with thofe pow- 
ers who had a common caufe with him, for the purpofe of 
concerting operations for promoting the common intereft, 
which they had to fet bounds to the ambition and principles of 
jFrance, Such were the charges brought againft England, as 
the grounds of the war ; and one might have imagined that the 
Convention would have reftcd fatisfied with having jumbled 
fuch a heap of them together ; but it feemed there was one 
mcafure more adopted, and that was, that an addrefs to the 
people of England fhould be drawn up and publiflied. He 
was very anxious to fee the produdion that would be given to 
the world under the name of this addrefs. His curiofity W4» 
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raifed on tip-tOe for its appearance, on account of the names 
;ind perfons who had been chofen for drawing it up. One 
was certainly a gentleman of great abilit'ieSy M. Condorcet, 
but not extremely remarkable for confiftency ; for when on a 
former day one noble Lord quoted that gentleman's writings 
to (hew that he wifhed to raife didurbances in England, and 
overturn its Government as tyrannical ; another noble Lord 
(Stanhope) had read a private letter from M. Condorcet, to 
fhew that he confidered the Englifh Government as perfeftly 
free. It was a pity that this gentleman did not referve his re- 
publican principles for his private cdrrefpondence with the 
noble Lord, upon whom they could have no bad efFeft, and 
publifti in his newfpaper his eulogium on the Englifh Confti- 
tution, which unfortunately he confined to his private corre- 
ipondence with his friends. Another perfon employed to 
frame this addrefs was Barrere, a perfon who was prefident of 
the Convention during the whole time of the King's trial. — 
The fucceffbr of Bradfliaw was, no doubt, a very proper per- 
fon to reconcile the people of England to the abolition of Mo- 
narchy, and the murder of Kings. The laft perfon was per- 
haps the moft remarkable of the three : it was odd that out of 
750 Members of the Convention, ijie man who was thought 
moft fit to difguft the people of England with their Conftitu- 
tion, was he who was tried and convidled of having libelled it, 
and whofe name was held in execration by the whole kingdom. 
Such a man was Tom Paine. The Convention, in publifliing 
an addrefs to the Englifh nation, was but little acquainted with 
the difpofitioB of the people of England, whom nothing could 
bind more clofely to their King and Parliament, than an at- 
tempt by France to feparate and difunite them. The princi- 
ples inculcated by the Convention were injurious to every fo- 
ciety ; they inculcated that infurre<Slion on the part of the peo- 
ple, was not only a right, but a facred duty ; the confequence 
was, that if the principles were adopted, -there would be an 
end of all ftability of Governments, and confequently there 
would be an end to the peace and order of fociety. Nothing 
could equal the wickednefs of the principles of the French re- 
volution, but their complete difregard of them, whenever their 
intereft required that they ihould abandon them. Thus, though 
they aflerted^ that fovereign power necefiarily refided in every 
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pedple, the Convention had annulled the eleftions of reprefen- 
tatives made by the people of the Netherlands, ordered thenx 
to proceed to new eleftions; direSed that the French troops 
fhould be called out at the time, no doubt for the purpofe of 
fecuririg the freedom of voting, and laftly, that in cafe of any 
contefted return, the French Commander in Chief (hould fi- 
nally decide the queflion. Such were the principles that the 
French were abfurd enough to think they could get the people 
of England to adopt. As to the war in which we were now 
engaged, when he looked at the means of both countries to 
carry it on, he could not help looking forward with the moft 
fangUine hopes of fuccefs. Having thus largely difcufled the 
various grounds of the war, he faid, he would conclude by 
moving an addrefs, to which he hoped for the general adhe- 
rence of the Houfe. His Lordlhip moved an addrefs accord- 
ingly. 

The Duke of PORTLAND begged the indulgence of their 
Lord(hips for one minute, to declare that he gave his moft cor- 
dial aflent to the addrefs moved by the noble Secretary ; for the 
queftion was not this day about the probability of war, or about 
the means of avoiding it ; but direftly, whether we (hould ftand 
upon our own defence, for the French had declared war. The 
part which we had to a£t was unavoidable, and he had no he- 
iitatit)n in faying that he fhould give his firm fupport to a warj^ 
the objeft of which was, to refift doftrines that, in his opinion, 
went to the overthrow, not merely of all legitimate govern- 
ment, of the fecurity of nations, of peace and order, but even 
of religion itfelf, ai«d of every thing for which foe icty was in- 
flituted. He pledged himfelf, therefore, to the fupport of the 
war into which \v»c were plunged ; declaring, at the fame time, 
that he fhould not confider this as tending to prevent hihi from 
inquiring fcrupuloufly into the conduft of Minifters in the 
way in which they fhould carry it on. As to what might be 
the power of thfe enemy, it was not, he thought, a queftion 
upon which they could now deliberate. If they were now in 
the very zenith of their power, and attempted by the fame 
means to propagate the fame dodlrines, he would be ready to 
incur all the dangers of the war ; for he thouglit that we never 
were engaged in a war upon which the very exiftence of the 
Government of this country was fo much at flake. 

Vol. XXXV. • ^ 
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Earl STANHOPE faid, it was too true that never, never 
was this country placed in fo imminent a fituation. It was, 
indeed, a moft important queftion upon which they were now 
to decide ; it was no lefs than whether that Houfe was ready 
. to pledge itfelf to the fupport of a war begun by ourMinifters, 
and in which we were the aggreflbrs ? It was trifling with the 
underftanding of the nation to refine upon the ceremonies and 
the etiquette that had been fo much indulged in this affair. — 
What was the fa£l ? By the fecond article of the treaty of com- 
merce, concluded in 1786, which he ordered to be read by 
the clerk, it was exprefsly declared, that, in cafe of any fub- 
jedl of mifunderftanding arifing between the two nations', the 
fending away the AmbaflTador of one of them (hould be deemed 
a rupture. A mifunderftanding had taken place, upon which 
the two nations had correfponded, and M. Chauvelin was or- 
dered away in the meft ignominious manner. Here then was 
the rupture. He could not, therefore, in his confcience, fay, 
that this was a gronndlefs and unprovoked aggreflion by France, 
for he confidered it to be a war brought upon us by our own 
Minifters. They had begun it ; they had taken the very courfc 
prefcribed by an exifting treaty to begin it ; and if it was de- 
fired that the nation fliould a6l with becoming vigour upon the 
emergency, it was fit they (hould be told the truth ; it was im- 
poflible to difguife the faS from Europe, or from polterlty. 
He knew that he (hould be unpopular during the prefent 
phrenzy, by thus declaring his opinion ; but though he would 
have been ready to (tand the laft hazard in a war, where real 
and effential injuries had been fuftained, he could not, as an 
honefl man, agree to fan£lion a war where we were the dire£t 
and fole aggreflbrs. He charged his noble relation with not 
being correft in hisfafts. The Legiflature had not eftablilhed 
the Republic ; it had been done by the Convention ; and furely, 
if any A(rembly could ever be fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe of a 
whole people, it was the prefent Convention of France ^ for 
every man within the territories had a right to chufe his repre- 
fentative. However noble Lords might objedl to this mode 
of eleftion, they certainly could not fay that an A(rembly fo 
cleSed did not fpeak the fenfe of the people. The noble Lord 
faid, that in going into this war, it feemed to be a principle 
not to compare our own flrength againfl that q( the enemy* 
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We were to be plunged into it headlong, and yet the ftrength 
of the French was not an objeft to be defpifed. What were 
their refources ? They had declared, what all the world felt to 
be the cafe, in every country, that the Crown lands were the 
property of the nation. They have declared what moft men 
conceive, and what, fays the noble Lord, I conceive is the 
cafe here and every where, that the Church lands are in truth 
the property of the nation. I conceive , it, my Lords, for the. 
fimpleft of all reafons — they differ from every other fpecies of 
property — they are not of the nature or eflence of property ; 
they are a mere falary, and if a nation chufes, they may with- 
draw that falary as a nation may withdraw its appointments 
from any perfon or body which it chufes to do without. This 
was not all ; they had done what America did in the cafe of the 
Loyalifts, and what we did in 17 15 and 1745 — they had con- 
fifcated the eftates of the emigrants. They had by this rteans , 
got pofleffion of the property of 29,000 perfons ; it amounted 
to no lefs a fum than 192,000,000!. fterling, upon all which 
fum, the 'annual rents of which they are now in the receipt of, 
they might borrow money. A ftatement had been laid before 
the Convention, by which it appeared, that after all the ex- 
pences already incurred, and after all the expences <rf i793f 
they would ftill have of property in their hands, re^dy to be 
converted into the aftual fmews of war, 152,000,000!. fterling, 
— finances fuch as neither this country, nor all the countries 
of Europe put together, could equal. Such is the ability of the 
enemy that we defpife. He faid, he was fure that iht war 
might have been avoided, he was fure that it might even yet 
be avoided, and in this fentiment he deprecated the folly, the 
injuftice, the infanity, of raftily declaring that the war was an 
aggreflion on the part of France, when it was indifputably the 
aft of our own Minifters. He would move an amendment, 
that would put truth into the addrefs to be prefented to the 
King, and by the moving of which, he (hould at leaft difcharge 
his own duty to his King and country. He concluded there- 
fore by moving, to leave out all the words of the motion made 
by the noble Secretary, after the words ** That an humble ad- 
drefs be prefented to His Majefty," and to fubftitue th,e follow- 
ing : 
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*' That an humble addrefs be prefcnted to^His Majefty, to 
rcprefent to His Majefty, that, by diife£ling the French Am- 
bailador to leave this kingdom. His Majefty's Minifters have 
(independently to repeated provocations) produced a rupture 
between this kingdom and France, inafmuch as by the fecond 
article of the treaty of navigation and commerce, made in the 
yciri786, between Great Britain and France, it is exprefsly 
declared, that the fending away from either nation the Ambaf- 
fador of the other nation, fhall be deemed a rupture between 
the two countries. And humbly to reprefent to His Majefty, 
that, before this Houfe can encourage His Majefty to concur 
in meafures for carrying on a war againft France, thi^s Houfe 
humbly rqquefts to be informed of the objects which His Ma-. 
jefty propofes to obtain thereby." 

The Earl of MORTON objefted to Lord Stanhope's ex- 
planation of the 2d article of the commercial treaty, and 
adopted, with his whole heart^ the addrefs of the noble Secre- 
tary. 

Lord STORMONT next rofe, and faid, whatever difFe- 
jrence might have exifted among their Lordlhips on the difcuf- 
fion of the laft queftion, there was in confequence of a recent 
cvqnt, the unprovoked aggreffion of France, not the fmalleft 
room fordiffent. He complimented the noble Duke who had 
feconded the addrefs, and declared, that if any thing could 
have raifed him ftill higher in his opinion, in which he had al- 
ways held a very exalted place, it was the manly avowal of 
thofe fentiments which had juft now taken pla:e. The Houfe 
were nearly .approaching the much-wilhed-for point of unani- 
mity ; and, indeed, how could it be otherwifc ? ' A choice of 
fituation was no longer left to us. France, by the hrll a£l of 
aggreffion and hoftility, had forced this country into a war. 
Were we to m^ke a fpirited and an early refiftance, fuch as 
became a great nation, or tamely expofe our bofoms naked 
and defcRcelefs to the fword which ftood un/heathed to pierce 
us to the heart ? Such a condudl would fmk us from the happy 
and exalted ftation in which we now were placed, to the loweft 
level of French anarchy and diforder. Nay, were it poffible 
for him (which it was not) to propofe fuch a conduct to be 
purfued, their Lordftiips' indignation would burlt into expref- 
fions, which it would be no impeachment of their politenefs to 
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ufe. The intentions of the French nation towards us had been 
fufficiently clear. They aimed at nothing lefs than the over- 
throw of the Government. This was evident from their wifli 
of eftablifliing a National Convention among us. Would 
any man afGrm, that we were tamely to fubmit to this? If 
fo, we fought peiace even at the price of our deftrudion. Wc 
fupplicated it on bended knees — 

Oremus pacerUf et dextras tendamus inermes. 

A National Convention, if at any time convened, annihilated 
the exifting Legiflature. But France, furely, in its prefent 
enfeebled and degraded condition, would never be able to ac- 
compli fh that, to which the whole power of Louis the Four- 
teenth was incompetent. The diftrefles of that country were 
already immeafurable. . One of them had faid, that to prevent 
a fcarcity of other provifions, they fliould live two days in the 
week on riCe and potatoes. The noble Earl (Stanhope) had 
confidered our difmiffion of their Ambaflador as an aft of hof- 
tility, exprcfslyfo declared by the treaty of commerce. Was 
an Ambaflador not to bedifmifled, heafked, even if he violated 
the laws of nations, from the obfervance of which alone he 
was entitled to proteftion ? Such circumilances might occur as 
would render fuch a ftep neceflary and unavoidable ; as in the 
cafe of Count Gyllenbourg, Ambaflador from Sweden, in the 
reign of George the Firfl:, whofe papers were feized and whofe 
perfon was imprifoned.. But France had committed this firft 
aft of hoftility by the feizure of our veflels. This was a vio- 
lation of the 19th article of the treaty of Utrecht, which was 
confirmed by the lafl: treaty of Verfailles. What was our of- 
fence complained of by France ? That we had afforded pro- 
teftion to the refugees, a race of men driven to our hofpitablc 
fhpres by the adverfe blafts of fortune. Were our bofoms to 
befteeled aL;ainft every principle of compaflion ? and were we 
not to be permitted to mitigate thofe forrows which we could 
not effeftually remove ? The feeling was natural, and the im- 
preffion irrefiftible. 

Sunt lachryma reruniy et mentem mortalia tatigunt. 

His Lordfliip concluded his fpeech, by deprecating the progrcfs 
of French principles. They were mifchicvous in the extreme, 
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and therefore perfe£lly congenial to men who were the blaf- 
phemers of their God, and the murderers of their King. A 
combination of Powers, exerting themfelves to crulh France, 
had been cenfured as an a£l of impolicy and injuftice. But 
for his part, he fhould think himfelf juftified in exciting every 
corner of Europe, in order to fupprefs that peftilential conta- 
gion of opinions, which would other wife rage to the deftruftion 
of mankind. . Nay, (hould we not be able to arreft their pro- 
grefs, rather than fall viftims to fo dreadful a calamity, he 
•would pray, that an earthquake, or fome other convulfion of 
nature, would bury thefe iflands in the bofom of the deep, 
while the morals of the country remained pure, and its honour 
unfullied. 

Lord LAUDERDALE faid, So much has been faid by 
the noble Lords refpeSing unanimity on the important fubjedt 
of this night's debate, that I feel fome difficulty in the manner 
of my addrefs to the Houfe. There is not one of your Lord- 
fliips who more ardently wifhes for unanimity than myfelf, 
in every queftion that may refpeft the welfare of the country, 
the dignity of the Crown, or the honour of your Lordlhips. 
It is always unpleafant, and peculiarly fo upon this occafion, 
to differ from the majority of this Houfe, and what is of infi- 
nitely greater confequence, to differ, perhaps, from the ma- 
jority of the people of England, It would indeed give me 
the mpft painful fenfations, that the honed difcharge of my 
duty here fhould be difapprovcd of, upon a fuppofition, that 
my faculties were not equal to comprehend the vaft obje6k of 
our difcuflion, or that the propenfities of my nature led me to 
a fingularity of conduft merely for the Take of oppofing thofc 
whofe honour, rcflitude, and underftanding I revere. It is 
not to me, however, a hopelefs attainment that your Lord- 
fliips and the Public will one day be convinced that the mea- 
fures you are now purfuing, are injurious not only to thofc 
whom you improperly call your enemies, but to your allies, 
and to the welfare of the State. 

If the public opinion were under no improper influence; if 
the minds of men had not been agitated by groundlefs fears ; if 
the moft defigning arts had not been employed to warp their 
judgement ; if the moft interefted and defpicable chara&crs 
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had not too well fuccecded in their impoftures, I fhould feel 
myfelf perfeftly fafe in appealing to this or the mod puWictri- 
bunal, upon the neceflity or policy of the war ioto which we 
are about to be plunged. But do not your Lordfhips know, 
is there a man in Great Britain ignorant, that the molt wicked 
arts have been pra£lifed, and by men who will hereafter be 
held in abhorrence, to miflead, irritate, and confound the mul- 
titude ? Have not hand-bills, wretched fongs, infamous pam- 
phlets, falfe and defamatory paragraphs in newfpapers been 
circulated with the greatefl: affiduity, all tending to roufe the 
indignation of this country againft France, with wjiom it had 
been long determined, I fear, to go to war ? To fuch low ar- 
tifices were thefe mercenaries reduced, that, they had both the 
folly and audacity to proclaim, that the New River water had 
been poifoned with arfenic by French emiflarie's. My Lorcis, 
thefe tricks cannot long fuccecd. The jugglers are fufpecSed, 
and the Public will foon unveil their impoftures. I feel a 
ftrong objeflion to the language. — [Here a converfation rather 
loud took place in the Houfe, which attrafted his Lordfhip's 
notice.] After a fliott paufe, his Lordfhip proceeded thus : 
" My Lords, I know no perfon who is called upon to fpeak 
in public, that may not feel unpleafant by any interruption ; 
but if this loud converfation is intended to have that efFeft, I 
muft afTure your Lordfhips, it moves me not. It would be 
improper, it would be falfe delicacy to fay, .that any thing of 
that fort can confufe me ; and with your Lordfhips* leave, I 
will refume the fubjedl in the middle of the fentence, when the 
converfation became loud, of the addrefs — I fay, my Lords, that 
the language of the addrefs appears to me to be very objection- 
able, refpedling the perfons whoexercife the Executive Power 
in France. Have not your Lordfhips repeatedly charged the 
Convention with ufing low, indecent, and fcurrilous language, 
when they alluded to the Conftitution or Government of this 
country ? A noble Lord (Stormont,) cited pafTages from Con- 
dorcet and others, to prove their violence and want of decorum 
whenever they fpoke of this country. If his Lordfliip was 
jcorredl, let us beware of imitating bad examples ; let it not be 
iaid of us that we copy the French in nothing but their low 
and levelling epithets. I would to God your Lordfhips kept 
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yoiirfelvts at a diftance from their politics alfo ; interfere not 
with their Government, their domeftic concerns, or any mea- 
fures of theirs which are not hoftile to this country. But here 
I (hall be told that the proceedings are adverfe to us, and that 
th^y have even commenced hoftilities, and are at open war with . 
us. My Lords, give yourfelves the recolleftion of a moment, 
and fay, upon your honour, who were the aggreflbrs ; who 
gave the firft offence; who, in faft, commenced hoftilities. 
Did not the Government of this country, in open violation of 
treaty, detain foreign corn in our ports deftined for France, 
before th^y had given us the leaft provocation, much lefs a 
juftifiable Caufe for this pointed outrage ? Did you not, at the 
fame time, fuffer corn, and other things perhaps of more im- 
portance, to be tranfported to their enemies at opeW war with 
■them,^who had invaded their country, and who had threatened 
them with utter deftruftion r His Majefty's Minifters have 
indeed fpoke out, whether it was unguarded or not in them, 
time will prove ; but they have not fcrupled to fay, that this 
embargo was laid to embarrafs the fnemy. I wifh they had 
condefcended to give us fome inftances wherein the French had 
at that time difcovered their enmity to us. Although prefled 
to it again and again, we have had only vague furmifes, in- 
"llead of proof. But it is plain to demonftration, that the 
French were at that time treated by us as enemies, and we 
had long determined to force them into hoftilities to afford a 
pretext for our going to war with them. Another, irrefragable 
proof that His Majefty's Minifters were determined to involve 
the two countries in hdftilities, is adduced from their conduft 
towards M. Chauvelin, who had been fent here as AmbafTador 
of Louis XVL he could not be acknowledged at the Britiih 
Court in any other capacity. Fearing however, that his rc- 
prefentations to the Minifters might be made public, and that 
this country fhould be convinced that it would be wife, or at 
leaft prudent, to enter into fome fort of negociation with him, 
they cut the matter (hort, and, by virtue of the powers grant- 
ed to them by the Alien .bill, he was peremptorily ordered to 
quit the country within eight days. The indecency of this 
meafure is forgotten when we recoiled that it was tantamount 
to a declaration of war againft France. It is pofitively pro- 
vided for by the commercial treaty^ that if the AmbafTador Ihali 
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be difmifled from ehher country, it Ihall be confideredas a 
breach of the treaty, and as an aft of open hoftility. And 
now that I have mentioned the Alien bill, your Lordfhips will 
give me leave to point out one ftriking feature in it, which de- 
ferves the fevereft reprobation ; and When I do it, I truft it will 
be a coniplete ahfwer to what has fallen from the noble Lord. 
It has been- faid that ftrangers in France are under the fame 
reftriftlons and limitations that are impofed upon aliens in thiis 
country ; and an allufion has been made, with fome pleafantry, 
to my perfonal experience upon this fubjeft. I admit that 
ftrangers cannot travel through that country without a paflport, 
and I add, that the natives are in the fame fituation. Biit who 
has been obliged to apply to a Mayor or Cuftom-houfe Officer 
•for a certificate before he can ftir a ftep from the place of his 
landing ? Who has afterwards been obliged to apply for a paflT- 
port to enable him to go to the place of his deftination, having 
previoufly undergone the fevereft examination refpefling his 
moft material concerns ? Let any noble Lord inform rtle, 
whether, when thefe ceremonies are complied with, a 
foreigner cannot change the place of his abode without ob- 
taining a freih p^ffport ; and whcthcfr it is not allowed to him 
to refide at a greater diftance from Paris than fifty miles, and 
withiri ten miles of the coaft ? 

If all thefe things were To in France, 'ftill an infuperable 
objeftion* remains to the alien bill ; it makes an invidious dif- 
tinftion between Frenchmen and Englifhmen. It puts the 
former into complete bondage without affefling the latter ; 
whereas in France, and every 'other civilifed country, the go- 
vernment allows greater latitude of freedom to the ftranger 
than the 'native. Although this bill had given great and juft 
caufe of complaint to the National Convention, although they 
felt it as a dired attack upon their nation, and although th^y 
reprobated it, and the motives by which it was carried into a 
law, yet they refrained from reprifals ; they did not abridge 
the liberties of Engliflimen ; they did not break off all com- 
munication with us, but authorifed M. Maret to treat with our 
Government, and to accede to almoft any t:rms that fhould 
be impofed upon them. It would be ufelefs to mention to 
your Lordftiips the reception he met with* He was not ac- 
knowledged, he was.not heard. He was ordered perenniptorily 
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to quit tbc cppntry, and thus lAfult was ;tdded to infult, and 
l)eaped upon th^ injuries which the French nation bad befom 
fu(laincd. The iame infatuation marked the proceedings of 
Jlis Maje(ly> Miniflers by the AmbaiTador in Holland. Ge- 
neral Dumcurier^ who had been invefted by the Executive 
Council of France, with full powers to treat with Lord Auck- 
land at the Hague, not only offered to enter into a negociation 
with him tbe^e, bat propofed to come into this country if it 
ibould be more acceptable to His Majefty's Minifters, ^o fettle 
fenps of lading peace and friendfhipy that would enfure the 
growing profperity and happinefs of both countries. It is well 
l^nown that he was not more fuccefsful than Mr. Chauvelin or 
^r. Maret. The reafon is obvious; war had been deter- 
mined upon in this country, and when we were bent .upon it, 
pretences and occafions were eafily furniflied. Was this the 
conduct we manifefled towards other nations upon fimilar oc- 
cafions ?.Pid we treat Spain in this mann^rr when they had 
feixed Falkland lilands r Or, upon a more recent occafion, 
when they had adualiy feized the (hips, and imprifoned the 
fubj>ds of this country? Although the Minifter had made 
formidable preparations for war, yet he condefcendcd to enter 
into explanations with that power, far lefs formidable than 
France. He liftened then to the voice of juftice, moderation, 
and humanity. The blood and treafure of the nation was 
fpared, and a happy reconciliation took place. The fame 
meafure ought to have been adopted refpedling France ; and 
then, inftead of having provoked a war, the moft wanton, the 
mod fruitlefs, the mod dangerous, and to which no end can 
be affixed, ^we fhould have renewed our commercial treaty, 
fo advantageous to this country, and fettled the peace of 
Europe upon a bafis that could not have been fliaken for ages ; 
I cannot, therefore, give my affent to the addrefs now propofed. 
I am ready to fupport the perfons and property of my fellpw-. 
fubjefts, as well as the dignity of the Crowq, and I hold in 
my hand an amendment which I (hall oiFer, and which I hope 
will meet with your Lordftiips' approbation. His Lordihip 
concluded with moving the amendment, as follows: 

** We learn, with the utmod concern, that the a(rembly, 
who now cxercife the powers of Government in France, have 
direded the commiflion of a£ls of hodility againd the perfons 
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and propcftj* of your Majefty's fubjcas, and (hslt they have 
fince aSually declared war againft your Majcfiy and the Unlteci 
Provinces — we humbly beg leave to aflTurc your Majefiy, that 
your Majefty's faithful Commons will exert themfelves with 
Ac utmoft zeal in the maintenance of your Majefty's C^owii, 
the vindication of the rights of your people, and nothing flialt 
be wanting pn our part that can contribute to that firm and 
e(fe£loal fupport which your Majefty has fo much reafon to ex- 
pcft from a brave and loyal people, in repelling every hoftile 
attempt againft this country, and in fuch other exertion^ zi 
may be neceflary to induce France to confent to fuch terms 
of paci^cation as may be confiftent with the honotif of foxit 
Majefty 's Crown, the fecurity of your allies, and th« Interefts 
of your people." 

Lord HAWKESBURY went into a detail of the breach of 
treaties by the French, and the infults and injuries ofFeVed to 
^is nation ; he corroborated the ftatcment of the noble Secre- 
tary, and faid, that the alien bill was the fame in ^efpeA to 
all nations, and that all the nations of Europe might equally 
complain of it^ and declare war upon the fame grounds atf 
France had done, which was the only power that complained 
of it. 

He affirmed that the war was unprovoked by any aft of 
ours that could be conflrued into an infult ; and concluded 
with a warm panegyric on the noble Duke of Portland, for 
fais patriotic declaration of fupport to a war, which he had 
truly faid was in favour of the deareft rights of all fpeiety. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, he had co-operate4 
with the noble Duke, in his zealous oppofition to two wars— 
to the American war, which was a war againft principles alfo, 
and to the Dutch war, which was a war without aggreilion. 
In the oiitfet of thefe wars they had heard the fame lofty tone^ 
the fame inflammatory language — but, confcious that they were 
£fcharging their duty, they had given as firm an oppofition to 
diefe wars, as he believed apy noble L6rd was difpofed to give 
to this. It was the peculiar duty of that Houfe to give found 
advice to the Throne. Their beft charaSer was that they were 
a Council, not a regifter of edifts, and therefore thinking 
himfelf called on to deliver his opinion freely, and the benefits 
of frde debate were too v^eil known, and too cfften felt in the 
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wifdom of hearing and re-hearing every bill that: came before 
them, that it was wonderful, that, on a fubjedt of fuch 
magnitude as a war, t\^'enty-four hours was all that was to 
be given to a queftion upon which the very fate of England, 
perhaps, might depend. Minifters themfelves (hould be 
anxious to avoid taking the nation with this fort of furprife. — 
A ftock-jobber might pra£life a furprife' by fome ingenious 
fraud, from which he was to make a fudden profit, and which 
was to be at an end the next day ; a lawyer might exert a lucky 
thought and gain for his procefs, by a dodtrine which he htm- 
felf would caft off, and reprobate the moment he had done 
with it ; but for the Minifters of a country to take a whole 
nation by furprife — to inflame them by artifice — ^.to cajole ihem 
over to a purpofe by appeals to their paflions, was fuch mon- 
ftrous impolicy as well as mifchief, that it could not be fuffi- 
ciently reprobated. It was a mockery of their Lordftiips to 
fay that they expeded unanimity. They contrived to prevent 
unanimity — they had thrown the die — they had involved the 
nation — and they now came down to eke out their former ar-* 
guments with all the fhreds and fragments they had left. They 
had rallied all the little vagrant reafons which h^d ftrayed from 
the main body the day before, and vy hat were they? — con- 
temptible trifling about ceremonies. They had committed us, 
and their conduct now lies at the tribunal of God, of the pub- 
lie, and of pofterity. Who are the aggrcilbrs, they who 
kept a Minilter, or they who difmiifed him — they who offered 
to explain, or they who refufed to hear — they who offered to 
go on and trade in amity, or they who prohibited the export of 
grain to them, while open to all the reft of the world ? It was 
well known that Dumourier was anxious to come to England 
to negociate, not. to fight ; and nothing but the difmiflion of 
Chauvelin, in the harlh way in which it was done, put an end 
to a miftion that would have fecured us the contrnuance of 
peace. The noble Marquis made a forcible appeal on the 
ftate of the country, on the difcontents of Ireland, and the 
indifpofition of Scotland. What would be the confequencc 
when the real public of England alfo (hould. be raifed, and the 
falfe public (the aftbcialions} be laid alleep ? The ftate ot 
Holland -was not a fubjedl of confidence to thofe who knew 
it bell. If its Bank, its Eafl:-India and Weft-India Cona- 
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panics, fhould be affefled, the whole fabric of Holland would 
give way. The great queftion to refolve was, what this war 
was for, what it was to efFeS, and how it was to end? It was 
not a war of anger, nor of vengeance. What was it ?- — ^Hc 
wasi afraid it was a war of aggi-andifeqient on our part: a war 
to profecute which, we were negociating with the other pow- 
ers for treaties now underftood — now every thing but figned — 
and which, as foon as we were fairly involved, we fhould, 
upon fome twenty-four hours notice, be called upon, as wc 
are on this mefTage, to approve. 

The Duke of LEEDS warmly approved of the addrefs, 
and of the war, which he thought was unavoidable on the 
part of Minifters, and in which they fhould have his hearty 
fupport. , 1 

The Earl of KINNOUL ftrongly objefted to the aflertion 
that Scotland was indifpofed to the war. There had been at- 
tempts made to fpread fedition there ; but the people in gene- 
ral loved, and would defend the conftitution ; and would with ' 
one voice fupport the neceflary war in which France had 
plunged us. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, he fpoke only of 
Scotland's indifpofition to the war, from the declarations he 
bad feen publifhed ; the noble Earl himfelf had borne him out 
in much more than the amount of his aflertion. 
• Earl Stanhope's amendment firft, then the Earl of Lauder- 
dale's, were put, and negatived. 

The addrefs then pafled in the affirmative, and the Lords 
with white flaves ordered to take the King's pleafure when it 
fhall be prefented. Adjourned 

Thurfciayy\/^h February. 

When the Lords afTembled on Wed nefdaylaft, to carry tip their 
addrefs to His Majefly, Lord ABINGDON rofe, and made 
the following obfervation : " That his mind had been fo long 
and fo unalterably made up, his efforts fo fixed and determined 
to fupport and maintain the Conftitution of the country as it 
is, both .in church and ftate, and his fentiments fo well known, 
that he trufted the expreffion of them at this time was altogether 
unnecefTary : — that it was for this reafon he took no part in 
the debate the other nightj on the fubjed of the addrefs to His 
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Majdly ; but was now happy to be in his place, with a ritvr 
of attending their LordOiip^ with that actdrefs to the Throne, 
to fliew his approbation of it fiilly andl completely, in all its 
parts and points.^' ' 

Went up to St« James's with the addrefs to His Majefty. 

Monday^ \%th February. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, " That a Committee of the 
whole Houfe be appointed to inveftigate the merits of the 
Scotch elections on Thurfday." Ordered. Adjourned. 

Tuefdayy igth February^ and fVedneJday^ loth February. 

The Houfe proceeded to the trial of Mr. Haftings on both 
tbefe days, and, without doing any farther bufinefs, adjourned. 

Thurfdayy 21/? February. 

.The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of pri- 
vileges on the Scotch Peers* Elections, feveral regulations were 
fuggefted, in order to expedite a decifion on this important 
fubje£l. Several queflions were propounded to the Judges, 
who were ordered to attend on Monday next to deliver their 
opinions. ^Adjourned. 

Monday y 0,^th February. 

In a Committee of Privileges, adopted the opinion deliveltd 
by the Judges, that the certificates of the qualification of cer* 
tain Lords were good, notwithftanding their bearing date two 
days prior to the day on which their Lordfhips qualified, by 
taking the lieceflary oaths. 

Reje£led the vote of Lord Belhaven as bad. 

Found the vote of Lord Napier good. 

Rejefked the vote of Lord Newark as bad. 

Found the fubfcription of Lord Kinnaird, written by inad- 
vertence '' Kinnoul," a good fubfcription, and fuftained his 
vote. 

The following petition was prefented to the Houfe :. 

To the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, vk 

Parliament aiTembfed ; 

The Petition of Robert Auriol, Earl of Kinnoul, and Lord Hay 

of Pedwardine, 
Sheweth, 
That your Petitioner is a Peer of Scotland, and is likeiVife a Peer of 
Great Britain, i.tting in this. Houfe by virtue of » plitent piAd-ua- 
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der the Grcit Seal of Oteat Bpu^n after th« UnioB ; and be b 
therefore entitled to all the privileges which any other perfoB haTiog 
ia him both charaflers can legally exercife. 

That 4i|^ii the 2 ift day of Januair* 1708-9, this Houfe came to 
the following refoiution, as appears by the Journals, vis. <* That 
a Peer 6f Scotland, claiming to fit in the Houfe of Peers by virtue 
of a patent paiTed under the Great Seal of Great Britain after the 
Union, and whp fits in the Parliament of Great Britain, has no 
right to vote at the election of the fixteen Peers who reprefent the 
Peers of Scotland in Parliament." 

That iFrom the date of tlie faid refolution, till the year 1787, 
there was no inflance of a Peer, within the faid defcnption, voting, 
or attempting to vote, in the ele£tion of the Peers of Scotland. 

That upon the i8th of Ma^, 1787, this Houf^ was pleafed to 
order a copy of the faid refolution to be tranfmitted by the Clerk of 
Parliament to the Lord Clerk Regifter of Scotland, with an injunc- 
tion to him to conform thereto ; and fuch copy was tranfmitted ac- 
cordingly. 

That upon the 21ft of April, 1788, the Houfe refolved, " That 
it is the opinion of this Houfe, thtit the Lord Clerk Regifter, and 
his deputies, acting at the eledion of the Scotch Peers, ought tQ 
conform to ^the refolution! of this Houfe, of which they have had 
notice by order of the Houfe.'* 

That it appears by the minutes of the late election of the fixteea 
Peers to reprefent the peerage of Scotland in the prefent Parliament, 
held, in purfuance of His Majefty's royal proclamation, upon the 
24th of July, 1790, of which minutes an authentic copy has been 
exhibited to your Lordfliips, that the Clerks of Seffion, oflkiating 
as the deputies of the Lord Clerk Regifter, flated to the Peers af« 
.fembled, that they had received figned lifts from the Duke of Queenf^ 
berry and the Earl of Abercorn* which, in confequence of the re« 
folution of this Houfe, they^'ere not to reckon in the return. 

That the reafon of this conduct was, that it being notorious that 
the Duke of Queenlberrv and Earl of Abercorn were Peers of Great 
Britain, within the description of your Lordfhips* refolutions of 
X 708-9, the Clerks conddered the refolution as declaratory of the 
law, and that they were obliged, at their peril, to give obedience to 
your orders, and reject fuch votes. 

That the lifts fo faid to have been figned by the Duke of Queenf- 
berry and Lord Abercorn, and received by the Clerks, were not 
read or produced to the meeting of the Peers, nor did your Peti- 
tioner, or {he faid meeting, know for whom the faid Duke of Queenf* 
berry and Earl of Abercorn, by their faid lifts, fignified their in- 
tention to vote. 

That it farther appears by the faid minutes of the election, that 
your Petitioner wa$ prefent, and qualified himfelf in terms of law, 
but that he did not offer to vote, declaring himfelfi to be decidedly 
of opinioii that'Peers of Scotland, fituated as he was, had no right 
to vote, and that he did not intend to claim his vote upon the then 
occafion, unlefs the votes of other Peers, in a fi'milar lituation, had 
been received ; in which cafe he would have thought it incumbent 
on him to give his vote, in order to counteraft, as far as he could» 
what he held to be improper and illegal. 
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That w.hatxhas been famtotioned hy the Clerks in the minutbs is 
agreeable to tbje truth, and your Petitioner, upon his honour, de- 
clares, and is ready to make oath, if the Houfe thinks proper to re-» 
quire h]& oath, that he abdained from voting, or tendering his votes, 
becaufe of th? declaration of the Clerks, that they were not to 
reckon the votes of the Duke of Queenlberry and Lord Abercom, 
and becaufc their lilies were not produced and read; for that if the 
^ Clerks had adtcd otherwife, he meant to have given or tendered his 
▼otes for the Peers following, that is to fay : The Marquis of 
Tweeddale, the Earls of Glencairn, Srrathmore, Lauderdale, Dum- 
fries, Elg^n, Selkirk, Bredalbane, Aberdeen, Hopetoun, the Lord 
Vifco4nt Stormont, and the Lords Saltoun, Gray, Craniloun, Eli- 
bank, and Kinnaird. 

And your Petitioner farther declares upon his honour, and is ready 
to make oath, if required, that he would have given or tendered 
his votes accordingly, had it entered his imagination that the votes 
of the Duke of Queenlberry and the Earl of Abercom would or 
could have been received ok reckoned good in any other ilage of th© 
bufinefs. 

That the faid Duke of Qijeenfberry and Earl of Abercom having^ 
prefented their pctiiions to this Houfe, complaining that their votea 
were not received at the f«iid eledHon, and praying that the fame 
might- be reckoned ; and certain Peers of Scotland, candidates ac 
the faid elcdVion, .having prefented their petitions to this Houfe, 
praying to have the benefit of the faid votes as dilly given or ten- 
dered, your Lordfiiips have lately refolved, that the votes of the 
faid Duke and Earl ought to be reckoned, if duly tendered ; and 
the Committee of Privileges having refolved that the faid votes were 
^ duly tendered, this Houfe has now agreed with the refolution of the 

Committee. 

That your Petitioner cannot allof/ himfelf to fuppofe, that your 
Lordlhips, havin^e: thus admitted the votes of the Duke of Qaeenf* 
berry and of the Earl of Abcrcorn, tendered in the manner above 
mentioned, by lids not produced or read, will or caii refufe to admit 
the votes of your Petitioner in like manner. This Houfe cannot 
permit an advantage to be obtained by the faid Duke and Earl, and 
tlie candidates favoured by them, derived from their a6ting againft 
the refolutions of the Houfe then ilanding in full force, over your 
Petitioner, who ac^ed in conformity to the refolutions and over the 
Lords whom he favoured. 

Neither can your Petitioner ima;;lne that his cafe will be faid to 
come within the fpirit of the order your Lordfhips made, that all 
Peers of Scothind me;ining to complain of any thing relative to the 
late eledtion ihould nrefent their petitions within a given tiros now 
long pait ; tor it was your own relolution, and the refpcft he enter- 
tained for the Houfe, which led him to think that as he had nointercil 
in the election, though a Peer of Scotland ; fo he could have no' 
right, and that it would have been indecent to petition : he is now 
taught otherwife, and conceives it tw be a d\ity he owes to himfelf, 
and to thofe Peers who ought to have the benefit of his votes, to 
make this application. 

Your Petitioner therefore prays this moft honourable 
Houfe to take the prcroifcs into their confideratioti, 
and to admit the votes fo meant to have been given bj 
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^ him, and give fuch orders 00 the fubje^ matter of 

/ this petition as your Lordlhips* great wifdom and re* 
gard to juftice, confiftency, and your own dignity^ 
may didate ; and your Petitioner prays that, at any 
rate, he may be allowed to be heard by his Counld 
touching the matters aforcfaid. And he fhall ever 
pray, &c. 

(Signed) HAY KINNOULL. 

Adjourned. 

Tuefday^ 26th February ^ 

The Mutiny bill was brought up from the Comtnons hy th« 
Secratary at War, and read a firft time* — ^Adjourned. 

JVedneJday^ l^th February* 

The -Houfe having met, proceeded to the trial of Mf. 
tiaftings. 

After the ufual examination of witnefies, Mr« Hayings ad- 

drefTed the Court to the following efFefl: ; 

My Lords, 
I aril not plrepared in what I h^ve to offer to your LordHiips ; but 
from an intimation which I have juft received, I cannot refrain 
from taxing your Lordftiips' patience for a few fliort minutes. ' Ic 
has been intimated to me, my Lords, that this is the laft time I fhall 
ha.ve the honour of {landing in this place before your Lorddiips, 
before the neceflary adjournment while the Judges are on the cir« 
cuits. My Lords, it is impoffible for me to exprefs my feclingi 
upon a fuppoiition of this kind. I was hopeful that your Lorddiip^ 
would, before that neceflary and indifpenfable adjournment, hava 
heard the clofe of my evidence upon the prefent charge before this 
Court. I have now, my Lords, moft folemnly to entreat and to 
conjure you, that you will be pleafed to fit from day to day, or at 
leaft devote fo much of your Lordfhips' time as will be fufiicient to 
bring the evidence on my defence upon the prefent charge to a clofe. 
My Lords, it is no\^ fix years fince I have flood accufed at the bar 
of your Lordfhips : 1 have a right to call it eight fince I have been 
under profecution ; for I may with juftice reckon the two years of 
inquefl by the Houfe of Commons, fmce their effect was the fame 
to me. I mean nothing difreipedful to your Lordfliips in any thing 
I may now fay ; for I have witnefTed with gratitude the attention 
and perfevcrancc with which your Lordfliips have drfchargcd yout^ 
important duty during the whole of this trial. But, my Lords, 
mine is a cafe unexampled in the annals of this, or, I believe, any 
other country. In the year 1790, when the fufpenfion oi iby trial 
took place in confequence of the diffolution of Parliament, \ thought 
the cafe uncommonly hard, for there had been no inftai>ce of any 
trial being extended ?ven to one year; but, my Lords, what muft 
n6w be my feelings, when I fde before me the profpe6t of being* 
likely to extend even to another year beyond this ? That is farther, 
my Lords, than my life may reach } and I have already be6n de**! 
prived by death, fince the commencement of this trial, of many 
Tiry material witneiTci in my £ivour. It Was QtXy yciterday, whili^ 

Vol, XXXV. S 


130. PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

I fat at your Lordfliips' bar, that I learnt of the death of Mr. John 
Scott, one of my principal evidences — others, my Lords, have 
been attending hei'e from day to day, and from year to year, whom, 
unlcfs fpeedily examined, I may likewife lofe. One of ray evidences. 
Colonel Duff, has come from India to give his teftimony in my fa- 
vour. He muft fpeedily return, and he may go without being ex- 
^amined. I wifh for nothing, my Lords, but judgement at this bar; 
but let it be pronounced while I live to hear it. 

I truft your Lordfiiips will not deem it difrefpe£tful if I requeft 
you to obtain for me, what your Lordfliips may not be able to com- 
mand, and that is, that the prefcnt feffion of Parliament may not 
be terminated until judgement in this my trial be protaounced. 

Mr.. BuTJce began to reply to Mr. Haftings ; but Lord Syd- 
ney made the motion of adjournment, and the Court inftantly- 
broke up. Adjourned. 

. Thurjdajy 2^th February. 

About half an hour after three o'clock His Majefty appeared 
on the throne, when the Royal aflent v^ras given to the Land 
and Malt Tax, the Marine Mutiny, and three or four private 
bills. — :— Adjourned. 

Monday J 4th March, 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of Pri- 
tileges on the Scotch Peers' Election, refolved, that Lord 
^aithnefs had a right to that earldom, with a referve for future 
confideration with refpefl: to the validity of his vote at the laft 
cleftion, as it. is implicated with the votes of other noble Lords^ 
"wiio gave their fufFrages on that occafion.— — Adjourned. 

Tuefdayy ^th March. 

Lord RAWDON prefented a bill for the relief of infolvenf 
debtors, and for amending and regulating the pradice with re- 
gard to imprifonment for debt. 

His'Lordlhip faid, that this bill was of great importance to 
a numerous clafs of unfortunate perfons ; that the evils it pro- 
fefied to redrefs were acknowledged by all, but to apply a pn>- 
per^rernedy was a talk much above his abilities ^ but he trufted 
to their Lordlhips' indulgence to fupply thofe defefts whick 
were fo apparent on the prefent occafion. His Lordfliip thca 
obferved, that towards the clofe of the laft fe/fion a /eport had 
been made by a Committee of the Houfe of Conunons on the 
fubjeft. • This report was the ground- work of the prefent biU; 
The {iQufc of. Commons was in a manner pledged to hiing it 


A* 1793. DEBATES. 131 

forward ; but he had been perfuaded to take it up, both bo- 
caufe the Houfe of Commons had not had fufEclent time to 
bring forward a bill, and he thought the abilities of fome emi- 
nent JLaw Lords in that Houfe could not fail tO' render a bill 
perfeft, which would otherwife be very defeftive. His Lord- 
fliip addedy that he had not taken up the fubjeft upon flight 
grounds, or in a curfory manner ; that it had occupied his at- 
tention for feveral ycafs ; and that he had ^vailed himfelC of 
the beft information, and of every alfiftance that it was in his 
power to obtain. He had wiflied, and prefled His Majefty's 
Miniilers, to bring forward- fuch a bill, as they would have had 
the perfons the mod capable of giving the beft direftions in 
framing it ; but as they had not done fo, he would crave ihe 
aid of their Lordihips to fupply what was defeflive, and to 
render it as perfeft and comprehenfive as poflible. His Lord- 
fhip was fenfible, that what might be regarded as a money bill 
in any of the claufes which had been introduced, and which 
belonged exclufively, in that cafe, to the other Houfe, could 
not ftand properly as part of the bill, but might be omittetl 
without eflentially impeding the relief it was meant to give. 
His Lordihip concluded by faying, he fubmitted the bill to 
their Lordihips to be correfted and amended, but, he trufted, 
not to be rejefted or cenfured. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofe, and paid fome hand- 
fome compliments to Lord Rawdon. His Lordfliip faid, that 
the .bill in queftion could not have come from any perfon fo 
properly as from the noble Lord who had brought it in, whofe 
humanity and philanthropy were fo confpicuous, and who had 
employed fo many years on a fubje£l that did him fo much ho- 
nour. His Majefty's Minifters, his Lordfhip faid, could not 
have introduced it fo advantageoufly, as many cbjedlions would 
have arifen againft their bringing forward the fubjeft. As to 
the bill itfelf, the Lord Chancellor faid, that many of its claufes 
had his moft hearty approbation. Some of them he confidered 
as liable to fome objeftions. However, their Lordfhips would 
take them into their moft ferious confideration, and fupply 
whatever might appear neceflary to render it more complete, 
and to anfvver the intention of the noble Lord who had intro- 
duced it. The Lord Chancellor faid, that, when the bill had 
been confidered, a fuppkment might be added, to comprife 
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every poffible perfeftion of which it was fufceptible. It wai 
impoflible, his Lordfliip faijd, to know what pafled within a 
jail. He had beftowed much pains to difcovcr the many 
abufes that were there praftifed. It was fcandalous that fcenes 
of the greatcft excefs (hould prevail, fo as to render it impofi- 
Cble for the debtor ever to difcharge his juft debts, and at the 
cxpence of the creditor. Imprifonment ought to be the 
means of correSion, not of corruption ; regulations adopted 
to thoughtfulnefs, and a fenfe of their errors, thofe that were 
immured within the walls of a prifon. The penal laws mi^ht 
be rendered much more fimple and effeflual, if due pains were 
taken to prevent thofe abufes which now exifted. The Lord 
Chancellor faid, he would make no hoftile oppofition to the 
bill ; on the contrary, he would give it the moft fincere and 
hearty fupport ; and this he would dp, both from his great re- 
fpe£l for the noble Lord whofe humanity he fo fincerely ap- 
plauded, as well as on account of the profeflTcd obje£l of the 
bill, which his Lordfliip was perfuaded would be productive 
of great advantage to the community, 
Adjourned, 

Wednejday^ 6th March. 

Lord GRENVILLE brought down a meflage from the 
King, ftating, that His Majefly having judged it neccffary to 
employ part of his Elefloral troops in the defence of his allies 
the States General of the United Provinces, againft the inva- 
fion of the French, had thought it proper to communicate to 
that Houfe the ftep he had taken, and trufted to their Lord- 
Ihips' approbation of a meafure neceflary for the proteftion of 
His Majefty's allies, and to their fupport in enabling His Ma- 
jefty to provide for the maintenance of ihefe troops while en;- 
ployed in fuch fervice. 

Lord Grenville moved, " That His Majefty's meflage be 
iaken into confideration to-morrow, and that their Lordfhips 
be fummoped," Qrdered, — -. — ^Adjourned. 

Thurjday^ ^th March. 

Earl STANHOPE gave notice of a motion relative to ca- 
tials on Monday next, and alfo of a motion relative to the in- 
convenience and injuftice arifing from the commencement of 
all afts which contrin the words ** from and after the palling. 
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of this aft," *cing dated from the firft day of the feflSon in 

which fuch aSs are pafled. 
The wder of the day and His Majefty's ihefTage being, read. 
Lord GRENVILLE, without any preface, tnoved an ad- 

drefs of thanks for the communication, 5fc., in the ufual 

form, which was agreed to. Adjourned, 

Monday f nth March • 

Eail STANHOPE produced feveral papers, which were 
laid on the table, as outlines of what he conceived to be abfo-^ 
lutely neceflary for (heir Lordfliips to form into {landing order* 
relative to the Canal bills before the Houfe ; which were or- 
dered to be printed, and the Houfe to be fummoned for taking, 
the faryie into confidej-atioQ on Tl^urfday next. 

Thurjdayy 14th Martha 

On the order of the day for the produftion of the patents for 
the Marquis and Baronefs of Batt;), the patents being read. 

Lord RADNOR fliortly difclaimed, in agitating the point 
which he was going to moye, any perfonal motive againft the 
perfon who was the immediate fubjeft of his motion ; any at- 
tack upon the Royal prerogative ; ^any fufpicion that the Mi- 
nifters who advifed the conferring on Mifs Pulteney the title of 
Bath, were aduated by thofe motives which the precedent 
would authorize future Mi nifters to indulge. The fituation of 
the parties would efFeftually obviate fuch fufpicions ; but he 
thought the ^rant was obtained by ftrong folicitation of a power- 
fiil intereft on the part of the grantee, and yielded from inad* 
vertence, and ignorance of the impropriety, on the part of the 
Minifter. This ignorance was only of a fcience, which it was 
faftiionable to be ignorant of; but while the country was mo* 
narchical, there muft be nobility, and while there was nobi- 
lity, there muft be fome attention to that fcience. Attempt! 
have been lately made to turn titles and honours into ridicule ; 
but nothing will make them fo ridiculous as following fuch a 
precedent as^this. The conftitution, and every part of it, is 
fecure, if we do not betray ourfelves. The fad is, that the 
Crown having granted the title of Bath to a noble family, to 
be holden with the rank of Marquis, has fmce been advifed to 
gnuit the fame title of Batbi to be holden with the rank of 
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JSisLrptt. ■ Tht x:ircumftance is i)ovei-^novel (tfsjie' bdievcd) in 
a courfe of fome hundred years, and after the grant of fome 
thoyfand titles;- He ventufed to fay it yiz^ ,mvih fromcon- 
viftion of the principle, and attention to the fubjefl. He 
thought it abjurdf indecorous ^ inconvenient y unjuji, illegal ^ 
and nulL At prefent, he fhould only move ^ Committee to 
confider, and report, whether ** the fame fpecific title can be 
conferred on any perfon, during the fubfiftence.of the limita* 
tions of a fowner grant to another perfon." 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he had not had time 
to inveftigate the queftion with that care which a matter that 
could fairly be ftated as a matter of gteat importance; ought to 
have received ; but that he had, as by accident, lately fcen fome 
ancient records belonging to the parifh where his houfc was, 
by which he knew, that in King Charles the Firft's time there 
was a Duchefs of Dudley, on whom that title was conferred, 
thb title of Leicefter, which was her father's, being given 
away ; that therefore the barony of Dudley being an ancient 
barony, and ftill fubfifting, there were two Peers who took 
Aeir titles from the town of Dudley. That befides this, there 
is aftually now a Vl'fcount Dudley, though the faid barony 
ftill fubfifted; that there were three Lords Douglas in this 
Houfe, and two Lords Ferrery ; that there were, in former 
times. Lords Grey, Lords Percy, Lords Howard, without 
end. " That the noble Lord might be at eafe ; no confufion 
arofe — ^no trouble ; that the Herald's College was ftill in fafety, 
and all the learning it afforded might be (ufeful, and ad- 
vantageous in the matters to which it was properly applied ; 
but that the Crown had not only a clear righ6 to grant this 
title in the way complained of, but that it had done it in a 
vefy commor) and ufual way. However, if the noble Lord 
vvas not fatisfied, there was one obvious way of allaying his 
fears upon the fubjeft, which would, he doubted not, be fa- 
tisfaflory to all parties : the heir apparent of the Marquis of 
Bath was a bachelor ; he might marry the lady in queftion, 
and then Bath would be merged in Bath. 

Lord LEICESTER faid, he could fet the ftoble and 
learned Lord right- about the title of Dudley. The lady was 
not made Dutchefs of Dudley, but Dutchefs Dudley, viz. no 
from the town of Dudley, but from the furaame of Dudley* 
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Lord RADNOR faid, that he really did not know whether 
the noble and learned Lorf was attempting to make a joke of 
the bufiriefs, knowing he could not anfwer it gravely, or whe- 
ther he was completely ignorant of the fubjeS. The noble 
and learned Lord fays there are three Lords Douglas in 
this Houfe. This he denied. There is a Lord Douglas of 
Lochlaven, a Lord Douglas of Douglas, and a Lord Douglas . 
of Amefbury ; three titles as diftinft as titles can be. As to* 
the title of Vifcount Dudley, he denied that there was fuch a ' 
one; the title is Dudley and Ward; though improperly af- 
fumed, perhaps, yet affumed fo, to avoid the very' cafe which 
the noble and learned Lord ftates as the faft. But the truth 
(lipped out. The title of Dudley was given to the lady he 
mentioned, *' becaufe the ihle of Leicefter was given away,*^ If 
this was the ca{e, it is the whole contended for. As to the 
inftance of Ferrers, it was very wrong in Lord Ferrers to take 
the title of Ferrers as an Earldom ; but ftill there was no idendity 
of title. The Earl is Earl Ferrers, the Baron is Lord Ferrers 
of Chartleyl . But is there no confufion — how arc they to be 
addreifed here ? How are they to fign the roll ? In fa<Sl, there 
is an inftance of confufion. The Marquis 'qf Buckingham wa» 
fupporting, to his honour, the oieafures of loyalty and fidelity 
which diftihguifhed the winter of 1788-9 in Ireland, and there 
is a proteft againft thefe very meafures, figned Buckingham^ 
now (landing on the journals, which is really the fignaturfe of 
JLord Buckingham/hire. 

Lord RAWDON thought it very improper to confer - titles 
in this manner ; but he could not vote for the motion, asMifs 
Pulteney had much better pretenfions to the till^ of Bath than 
Lord Weymouth had ; and though wrong, the Crown had the 
power to grant titles in this way. 

■ Lord RADNOR replied, that Lord Rawdon ought, upon 
his principle, not to objeft to the inquiry. When the queftion 
is propofed of its being vbid, he (hould vote againft it. As to 
Mifs Pulteney's preferable pretenfions to the title, . fhe is niece 
and heirefs tq one Lord Bath; the Marquis is grandfon to pne, 
and co-heir to two others. 
The Houfe divided ; 

Contents, % ; Not .contents, %u: . 
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0iflentient, 

BECAUSE wc conceive the real dignity of the Peerage was not 
left concerned in the adoption of this, motion, than the jufticc due 
from this Houfc to the inaividual Menibervvhofe title has been dif-" 
pofed of in this unprecedented manner. If it be truC) as afTertcd in 
the debate, that the pradice pf duplicating titles is exceedingly ufual,, 
fuch pradVfce could at leafl have been Aiewn. The challenge wa^ 
fairly and roundly given, and inftcad of being anfwered, was with 
r9und 'aiTertions parried. The titles of Douglas, born« by three 
noble Members of this Houfe, though difct'iminated a9 they are in 
a manner the moft proper, moll regular, and inoft uiftin*^, were af- 
iimilatcd to the initance in queftion. It could hardly be believed, 
without our ailertion, that the Houie could have bee.n induced to ne- 
gative the motion, by arguments founded on fuch real or pretended 
Ignorance. 

Becaufe the novelty of fuch pra6tice appeared to us to be proved, 
«(far as a negative is capable of proof, by the following* among ra* 
rious other, conliderations : 

1. Thatjthough noble families, in the earllct" periods of oiir 
hiftory, were frequently deprived of the rank of Peerage, by 
attainders or otherwife, and afterwards rcitored, not a tingle 
intlance appears in which titles, conferred on other families in 
the ihtervaK had been re-granted, or re-claimed ; and, on the 
contrary, fevcral inftances were pointed out, in which different 
titles had been aifumed upon fuch occalions, their ancient titles 
not being at the time of luch relloration vacant. 

2. When the Ouke of Buccleugh obtained from the Crown 
in 1 743, the honour of its recommendation to be refiiored to the 
hereditary feat in t,his Houfe, forfeited by therattainder of his 
anceflor the Duke of Monmouth, that favour was; confined 
to fuch titles as were not vefted in other families, atod conie- 
quently the title of ]\|onmouth was omitted. 

3. Vvhen Thomas Earl of Arundel and Surrey could laot ob- 
tain from King Charles the Firft his confent to a general rever- 

' fal of his anceftor's. attainder, and his pwn confequent reflora- 
tion to the Dukedom of Norfolk,^J>e yet fecured a polfibility 0/ 
his future relJoration, (which afterwards took place) by folxcif- 
ing, and obtaining, the Earldom of Norfolk, which could 
hardly, on any other principle, be an obje^l. And, . 

' 4. When King Edward the Fourth wanted to give his fon the 

Earldom of Pembroke, he firfl obtained a reilgnation of that titk 

from the then Earl. 

Becaufe wc conceive the practice to be unjuil:, and the confequcnces^ 

of it inconvenient, farcical, and ridiculous; and think it oecciFary 

to be relifled in the firil inilance. And, 

Becaufe, upon the doctrine' of the hour, (for of the hour only 
we truft it is) the Miniiler flands complimented by the Houfe with 
a more powerful infttument of nwrtifyin^ individuals, than any 
known prerogative of the Crown, or even* m our opinion, the Court ' 
of Wards and Liveries itfelf ever furniflied. The grievances of thfi 
latter were heavy, but temporary ^ the iryury occahoncd by thia mo- 
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dcrn inTCfition is perpetual^ and claimed by its patrons as irre* 
mediable. 

RADNOR. 
LEICESTER* 

Lord RADNOR immediately faid, that as the Houfe had 
thought fit not to deliberate upon his motion, he was ready to 
ilate his:own opinion decidedly on the fubjcfl:, and would do it 
by a motion, which he muft be fome little time in arguing.— 
He Rated the point as abjurd\ ioi the Crown had given this 
titl^ away^ and it had not reverted, W netno dat,^ quodnon habet. 
He l^id ft was inconvenient. The appellation in the Houfe, 
the ^ddrefs of letters, rauft make this pra6lice evidently fo ; 
but on the fignature of the roll, it is obvioufly beyond contra- 
diftion* * ^ 

It was alfo indecorous. In 1690, there was an Earl of Ox- 
ford, the. twentieth of his family > in pofleflion during 600 years. 
Would Ae Houfe have borne another Lord Oxford to come, 
and ufurp his title ? Yet Lord Bath has as much the right in 
bimfelf as Lord Oxford ever had. But the title may become 
defirable, becaufe it has been borne by others. Would the 
Houfe fuflFer another Lord Marlborough I — Lord Chatham ?— 
Lord Hardwicke ? The claim on the fcore of relationfliip has 
been already ftated ; but if it weighs at all, it muft be before 
the grant. It might have been a reafon againft granting the 
title to. Lord Weymouth ; it could not be an honeft reafon 
fcr re-grapting it to Mifs Pulteney. 

It is alfo unjuji, Seifm by one party, is to the very idea 
exclufion of the other party. Exclufion of others is an elTential 
quality of poiTeflion — the moft gratifying ingredient of poflef- 
fion. - Henry the Eighth* confented to the a£l for fettling the 
rank of Peers ; but the lofs of priority of rank could be nothing- 
to this^ though it had been perpetual. 

It is alfo illegal. Ancient grants of titles were attended with 
grants of revenue from the fame places from which the title 
was affumed. Though this grant is not, in fa6l, now made, 
yet, upon feudal principles, the confequences muft be thC/ 
fame. 

But chiefly, he aflferted it to be novel. It is the conftant ob-^ 
feryation on aiiy grant, that fuch a family, or fuch a perfon^ 
(h^ing fome.dittant pretenfions) will be difappointed* Feex^ 
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have found frequently difficulties in avoiding fuch pretenfions* 
Malevolence againft the prefent Minifter faid, when Lord- 
Leiccfter took that title, it was to deprive of it a particular 
gentleman. It was an abfolute falfehood ; but the very afler- 
tion (hewed the general opinion. Till now, not only the prin- 
cipal titles, but the fubordinate ones, have been protefted.— 
Lord Radnor then (hewed a lift of titles, being third or fourth 
titles, all of which were untouched, and yet feveral of them 
evidently defirable to fomc Peers, within a very few years.-— 
Was fViitJhire no objeft to the Wiltihtre gentlemen who have 
been raifed to, or promoted in, the Peerage ? Lord Spencer 
wi(hed to have, but could not have, becaufe another had, the 
title of Sunderland. Was Warwick no objeft to Lord Biooke ? 
The late Duke of Newcaftle wi(hed to fecure to his nephew 
the title of Newcaftle ; he took notorioufly a different New- 
caftle, becaufe he could not take the fame over again in the 
fame rank. The good luck of the Seymour family is mention- 
ed by writers, jn having the title of Somerfct vacant when they 
had intereft enough to be reftored. The fame obfervation is 
made of the Percys, that the title was become vacant by the 
cxtinQion of the Fitzroys. King William forced upon Lord 
Mordaunt the title of Monmouth, to prevent folicitation for 
the reverfal of the Duke of Monmouth's attainder ; but an aA 
of Parliament in this cafe confirms the obfervation ; for the re- 
ftoration of the Duke of Buccleugh was only to titles unoccu- 
pied. When families have been raifed to titles, about the ex- 
iftence of which there was fome doubt, under former grant sy 
they have taken fome other title with them, or taken them 
with fome difference. Harley was made Earl of Oxfordy and 
Earl Mortimer. Sheffield was made Duke of Buckingham^ 
Jhire. When families reftored to the Peerage have found their 
ancient titles occupied, they have taken others. Lord Wor- 
cefter took Beaufort, Somerfet being in other hands* Lord 
Grey xA Groby took Stamford, as Suffolk, Dorfet, and Hun- 
tingdon were engaged. The Earl of Arundel, when he could 
iwt get the attainder of his anceftor the Duke of Norfolk, re- 
verfed, got himfelf created Earl of Norfolk to fecure that title ; 
and when Edward the Fourth wanted todifpofe of the Earldoni 
of Pembroke, he firft got a refignation of it from the tlien E^?l. 
If it were contcftded, that this could always have been doi$e^ 
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but never has^ in what light will the prefent inftance ftand, in 
point of delicacy, towards the former grantee, whofe rights 
ought to have been protefted, by motives of forbearance, as 
much as any grantee of former times ? 

Upon thefe grounds, his Lordfhip infifled that the grant was 
null ; and to (hew that the King could revoke it, read from the 
journals of the Hbufe of Commons, ajd Jan. 1695, an inftance 
of revocation of a grant, under the great feal, by King Wil- 
liam. 

He therefore moved, " That an humble aildrefs be prefented 
to His Majefty, humbly to reprefcnt to His Majefty, that his 
Royal letters patent, by \vhich His Majefty was graciouQy 
pleafed to create Thomas Vifcount Weymouth, Marquis qf 
Bath, and his heirs male Marquiftes of Bath, were, on the 
aift day of January, in the 30th year of His Majefty 's reign, 
produced in this Houfe, and the faid . Marquis was then and 
there received accordingly, and is now a Member of this Houfe ; 
that letters patent, whereby Henrietta Laura Pulteney is created 
Baronefs of Bath, and her heirs male Barons of B^th, being 
lately infpefted by this Houfe, this Houfe feels it incumbent 
on itfelf, in refpedl as well of the feveral individuals Members ' 
thereof, as particularly of the laid Marquis of Bath, humbly to 
repi?efent to His Majefty that the title of Bath being fo vefted 
in the faid Marquis, the faid late grant is, and can be, of no 
tffeft ; that the grant to a fecond grantee of the fame title, ex- 
clufire of the obviotts inconveniences attending It, is an aftual 
difinherifon of the firft grantee, tending to produce private ani- 
mofities, liable to produce public refentments, and the example 
capable of being ufcd as an exafperating and mortifying inftru- 
ment of perfonal pique. And that, for thefe reafons, it be 
hrimbly requefted of His Majefty to fecall and annul the faid 
letters patent to Henrietta Laura Pulteney as aforefaid, and to 
compenfate, in fuch manner as to his Royal wifdom (hall feeni 
meet, the grant, which this Houfe humbly conceives His Ma- 
jefty has been advifed to make, without fufficient attention to 
the rights previoufly vefted in the faid Marquis of Bath.*' 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he could not help 
earneftly reqiicft^ing of the noble Lord not to prefs this queftion. 
It was impoftible for the Houfe to adopt it. That the title was 
vefted, or it was not ^ that its validity could be kgaUy decided 
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elfewherc, which validity could not be affefted by this refolu- 
tion, if it were adopted. That it would be perfeAly unconfti-- 
tutional, as well as dangerous, for the King to attefmpt to re- 
fume a grant once made. 

The queftion was called for ; and it pafled in the negative. 

Diffentient, I-EICESTER, RADNOR. 

Lord RADNOR then immediately moved an addrefs fimi- 
lar to the IaA> fubilituting for the lad paragraph the following : 
*^ That, under thefe circumftances, the Houfe, forbearing to 
queftion the validity of the grant made to the faid Henrietta 
Laura Pultcney, but greatly concerned that Hist Majefty has 
been advifed to make the fape, does humbly and earneftly re*, 
queft of His Majefty, that the fame may not be drawn into 
C3^ample ; but that the Members of this Houfe, honoured by 
the favour of the Crown, may feverally, for the future, enjoy 
unmolcfted and exclufrvely their feveral and rcfpedivc ho^ 


jiours." 


It pafled in the negative. 

Diflentient, 

BECAUSE though we adhere to the motion laft negatived, and 
truft that our opinion will prevail, in cafe a feat in this Houfe (hall 
be ever claimed by virtue of this patent, believing the grant to be 
unauthorized by cullom and precedent, and void in law, as it 13 
upon every principle of juflice and decorum, yet as the Houfe had 
Tefufed to queftion the power of the Crown to confer the title, wc 
waved .our own opinion fo far, as to endeavour to induce the Houf^ 
%o mediate with the Crown gracieufly to remit the cxercife of fuch 
power, being (as we conceive) incompatible with the honour of the 
Houfe, and the vefted right of the individual MejTibers, and weja- 
ment extremely ourillfucccfs. The adt for regulating thepre'ce*- 
dcncy of the Peers, obviated thofe grievances which partial or tem- 
porary favour might occasion ; but the grievance arifing from prece- 
dency given arbitrarily, though it had alfo been given in perpetuity, 
could not ill any degree be compared to this. An inftance, infinitely 
fliort of this, in our opinion, is pronounced by the Lord Chancellor 
Clarendon, in his hiftory, to he the moft unnecejfary pron^ocation he had 
knowfty and, in his belief, the chief caufe of Lord StrafiR>rd*s execu- 
tion. 

And laftly, we con fide r this reprefentation to the Crown to be 
peculiarly proper at a time, when theoretical fpeculations, and at* 
tempts at ridiculing al} eilablifhed fornis and privileges, are unfor-^ 
tunately fo prevalent, 

RADNOR. 

LEICESTER, 
The Houfe adjourned. 
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Wednejiayy 2oih March. 

The Duke of CLARENCE prefented a pelition from the 
"Weft- India planters, praying that the Houfe would not pro- 
ceed farther in the confideration of the flave trade till after the 
recefs. His Royal Highnefs prefented another to the fame ef- 
feft from the fliip owners at I^iverpool. His Royal Highnefs 
after the petitions were read and ordered to lie on the table, 
moved that the order for proceeding farther in the flave trade, 
which flood for to-morrow, be enlarged to Thurfday, the lith 
of April next. Ordered. Adjourned, 

Friday y 22d March. 

The Duke of NORFOLK moved to difpenfe with the 
(landing orders agreed to fome time ago, on the motion of 
Earl Stanhope, for the prefent feflion. The noble Duke 
. ilated, as his reafon for this, that the country had not beea 
fufficiently apprized of thefe orders to enable them to regulate 
their applications thereby for this year. 

Earl STANHOPE agreed to the motion, and faid, that he 
ihouW take fome occafion to move as a (landing order, that 
where canals affeSed the courfe of waters and ftreams, the 
projeftors fliould be bound to give the fame notice to all the 
perfons interefted in that way, as well as the land owners in 
the line of fuch canal. 
The motion paiTed. 

The order of the day for the fecond reading of a bill for in- 
corporating certain dredgers and fiftiermen'in the county of 
Kent, having been read. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR, quitting the Woolfack, 
informed their Lordftiips that though the bill in queftion was 
in every refpedl a private bill, yet it contained proviiiorvs which, 
as they were in their natiire new, ought not to be paifed by 
without confideration; and he thought it his duty to point 
them out, becaufe their Lordfhips not expedling to find any 
thing of the kind in a private bill, might eafily oveHook them. 
It feemed that the place where thefe filhermen landed their lifh 
was dependent upon a manor, and their trade was regulated by 
a manorial jury. Now one of the provifions of the bill was, 
that they fhould be empowered, notwithHanding the Statute of 
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Mortmain, to purchafe this manor : fo that after the purchafe, 
the Manorial Jury > which was to regulate their trade, would be 
under their control and influence. How far it would be proper 
to allow thofe men when incorporated the faculty of acquiring 
manorial rights, but particularly fuch as might influence the 
decifions of Juries upon their own trade, it would be for their 
Lordfliips to decide. The bill was read a fecond time, and 
an order was made for fending it to a Committee. 

Two petitions from corporate bodies in the city of Wor- 
Cefter, refpedling the propofed canal from Briflol to Bath, 
were prefented and read. 

The Duke of NORFOLK obferved, that thefe petitions 
ftruck him, as unprecedented in the Hiftory of Parliamentary 
proceedings, for they did not pray that a bill might or might 
not pafs, they did not complain of any injury, or hardihips^ 
or petition for any relief; what they aflced was, that (hould 
they or any other perfons be hereafter difpofed to make a canat 
for opening a communication with the Severne above Briftol,^ 
and carrying it on to Worcelier, the proprietors of the can^ 
from Briflol to Bath Ihould be bound to cpnfent to the mea- 
fure, and admit fuch new adventurers to join the faid canal^ 
and that a claufe for that purpofe fliould be inferted in the bill 
ackually pending in their Loidihips' houfcfor cutting the lame^ 
His Grace faid, he was fure that petitions of this nature, re* 
fpefliing cuts which could fcarcely be faid to bs fo much as in 
contemplation, could not find mxich favour in the eyes of their 
Lordfhips, who he believed were reftrained by their (landing 
orders from entertainitig thetn.: for.it was ordered that no per- 
fons fliould be admitted to prefent petitions refpedioag any 
raeafure, in which they were not pcrfonally interefterf. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR admitted, diat the petitions 
were of rather an extraordinary nature, inafmueh as they 
went to rcftrain the Legiflature, and point out what (hould be 
its condufl: in pafling future ads of Parliament refpedling ca- 
nals ; but flill as the petitioners wilhed to be heard on the fub- 
jeft-matter of their petitions, he prefumed the noble Duke 
would fufFcr them without farther oppoiition, to befent to a 
Committee. 

Earl STANHOPE, j.uft as the Lord Chancellor was going 
to put the queftion, ilood up and read the prayer of thefe peti- 
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tions> which was that the petitioners might be heard oy theif 
counfel on the fubjeft- matter of the bill in queftion. To fuch 
a prayer, hefald, their Lord (hips could not fhut their ears; to 
rejed fuch petitions would be an outrage upon juftice and de- 
cency ; and fhould an attempt be made to rejeft them^ he 
would take care to attend in his place for the exprefs purpofa 
of refifting it. 

The Duke of NORFOLK remarked, that it did not follow, 
that becaufe the prayer of a petition was proper, the fubftancc 
and fubjeft-matter of the petition itfelf muft therefore be pro- 
per ; the prayer might be extremely correft, but the reft might 
bp a libel upon the Houfe, and to rejeft fuch a petition he be- 
lieved, would not be confidered by the Houfe, or by the noble 
Earl himfelf, as an outrage upon juftice and decency. The 
petitions were, without farther cohverfation, referred to a 
Committee. — -■ — Adjourned. 

Tuefday, 2(>th March, 

Heard the Attorney General in' reply, on behalf of the ap- 
pellant, in the appeal from the Court of Seflion in Scotland, 
Lord Daer v. Johnftbne, and other freeholders of the Stewartry 
of Kirkcudbright. By the judgement appealed from, the 
Court of Scffion had determined, that the appellant, " being 
the eldeft fon of a Peer of Scotland," was not entitled to be 
inroUed, or to vote as a freeholder of the faid Stewartry ; al- 
though hblding and feized of lands within the Stewartry, as 
tenant in capite of the Crown, to the extent required by the 
law of Scotland, to aflford a freehold qualification. After 
Counfel had been ordered to withdraw. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe, and in a fpecch of confiderable 
length, entered much at large into the fubjed. He adverted 
to the proceedings in the Parliament of Scotland, which had 
been much refted upon by the refpondents, in the cafe of the 
mafter of Talbot in 1685, and in that of Lord Levingftone in 
1689, as well as to the decifion of the Houfe of Commons of 
Great Britain in 1708; thetwofirftof which cafes, he con- 
tended, did not apply to the precife cafe in queftion ; and at 
all events, as none of them had been fanftioned by any enadt- 
ment of the Legiflature, they could not be confidered to con- 
ilitttte law, fo as to bind either the Court of SefHon, or their 
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Lordfhips as a Court of Appeal. He had heard it laid down, 
vpon the decifion of an appeal from Scotland refpedlingnomi- 
jial and fiftitious Votes, by a noble and learned Lord (Thurlow,) 
to whofe judgement and abilities the greateft deference was- 
due> that a train of decifions, even in a Court of laft Appeal, 
•were not binding, as precedents, if fuch decifions appeared pal- 
pably erroneous ; and in that fentiment, exprefledin fo guard- 
ed a manner, heperfedly acquiefced. In the prefent inftance, 
the judgement of the Court of Seflion did not appear to him to 
be founded on any principle of found reafon ; and, unacquaint- 
ed} as he was with legal knowledge, he would not have pre- 
- fumed to deliver his fentiments in the Houfe, on a fubjedl of 
this kind, if the a<fts of Parliament on the fubjeft had not ap- 
peared to him fo clear as to be obvious to every perfon. Hisf 
Lordfliipthen entered into a detail of afts of. Parliament from 
17 27 downwards, and concluded with faying, that, in hlsopi^ 
nion, the freeholders had done right in ordering Lord Daer to 
be enrolled, and that the Court of Seflion had done wrong in 
altering their judgement ; and that he would therefore move 
their Lordfliips to reverfe the decree. 

Lord THURLOW faid, that, were he now confidering 
this queftion as a Legiflator, he would moft probably agree 
entirely with the noble Earl who had juft fat down, that there 
is no good reafon why the eldeft fons of Scotch Peers (hould 
not be eligible as reprefentatives in the Commons Houfe of 
Parliament, of Great Britain,' for counties and boroughs ia 
Scotland, in the fame way that the eldeft fons of Peers of Eng- 
land are, for Englifh counties and boroughs ; but nothing 
could be more dangerous, "than that their Lordfliips fliould al- 
low themfelves to aA upon any idea of legiflation, when fitting 
as Judges in a Court of Appeal; in which cafe it was their 
duty to place themfelves cxadly in the fituation of the Court 
from whence the appeal comes, and they ftiould not confider 
what the law ought to be, but what it really is. When this 
cafe came before the Court of Seflion, they found an uniform 
pradice of more than 200 years taking its rife in the a£k of 
Parliament 1587, which eftabliftiedin faft a n«w Conftitution 
in Scoiland : by that a6l, the Parliament was made to confift 
of four diftindl branches, viz. The Prelates, the Greater Ba- 
rons or Lords of Parliament, the Commiflioners from tbelcfler 
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Barons, and the Burgcffes ; and it fccraed to him clear, that 
the eldeft fons of Peers were exempted from being fent as 
Commiflioners to Parliament, which was then confidered as a 
burden. In this the matter originated, and when the being 
chofen as a Commiflioner to Parliament, was confidered as a 
privilege inftead of being a burden, what was formerly an ex- 
emption, operated then as a difability. — His Lordlhip fup- 
ported this argument by a very learned and accurate explana- 
tion of the ancient afts of Parliament and Conftitutional Hif- 
tory of Scotland; and faid, that, although fuch would have 
been his opinion, as a hiftorian or antiquarian, upon the 
meaning of the aft of Parliament 1587, and on the law as it 
flood, at that time ; yet, had the fubfeqiient pra6lice been dif- 
ferent, he would have yielded that opinion ^ but when, on the 
contrary, he found fupported by the uniform and invariable 
praSice of 200 years, and by the opinion of every writer on 
the law of Scotland, when he faw the proceedings of the Par- 
liament of Scotland in 1685 and 1689, and faw alfo the deci- 
fion of the Houfe of Commons in 1708, proceeding upon a 
full hearing, and mature confideration, fo recently fubfequent 
to the a£l of 1707, it appeared to him that the confequence 
would be dreadful indeed to all the reft of the law of Scotland, 
if their Lor3(hips ihould allow themfelves, upon any fine-fpun 
reafoning,' to alter fuch eftablifhed law. His Lordfhip made 
many other obfervations, and concluded with fa;|^ing, that, on 
the motion which had been made by the noble Earl for reverf- 
ing this judgement, he (hould vote not content. 

The queftion being put on Earl Stanhope's motion, it was 
negatived without a divifion, and the decree affirmed. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

• Wednejday^ T.'^th March. 

On the order of the 4ay for the fecond reading of th^ bill 
for amending the law of Mefne Procefs, for relieving the in- 
folvent and unfortunate, and for punifliing the fraudulent 
debtor. 

Lord RAWDON rofe, and requefted the attention of their 
Lordihips to the principles and objedl of the meafurc now be- 
fore them, and the expofition of thofe motives which had aftu- 
ated his conduft. The bill was grounded on the great princi- 
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pies of juftice aad huoiantty, and was e<)oaIIy caknUted for 
the furtheranice of both. This fimple defcription of it, be 
lyiade no doubt, would attra£l and enfure the attenjtion of their 
LdrdfbipSy who, cofitrafting their elevated and opulent fit^ia* 
lion with that of the inferior clafTes of mankind, would confi- 
d^r the fecurity of the poor as connedied with their own, a^d 
would e^scer t the power entrufted to them by Providence, to 
mitigate thofe forrows which they could not totally remove. 
The fioearure now before their Lordfliips he was afraid had 
been nAuch mifunderilood, as, when it was underftood, it was 
deferving of their approbation. It made no outrageous inno- 
vation on the eilablifhed laws of the land. It refpeded eilab^ 
li'fhed cuiloms, and iiever infringed them, except for the at- 
taining the great purpofes of the Social Inftitution, which 
were paramount to all other, the facred ends of juftice. On 
this folid foundation he now ftood, and could with iirmnefs 
aflert, that while tt)e bill, by its operation, relieveil the indi- 
gent and unfortunate, it guarded, with vigilant anxiety, the 
rights of the creditor, and was intent upon rendering juftice to 
thofe to whom juftice was due. It was a fliield of proteftion 
to the wretched, and a rod of chaftifetpent to the fraudulent* 
The fubjeft, he hoped their Lordfhips would do, him the juf- 
tice to believe, had arrcfted his attention, not from loofe and 
temporary partialities, but from firm conviflion, the refult of 
fober thought and unbroken meditation. To come then to the 
©bjeft of the bill : — To the accbmpliftmient of that he had cer- 
tainly facrificed his own private opinions, which were more 
extenfive than fuited the prevailing opinions of the times.— 
The very .principle of the law of imprifonment he deemed a 
principle of rigour and abfurdity. Rigorous, becaufe it ex- 
ailed from the dungeons of diftrefs, and the cells of inaftivity, 
to which it doomed the viftims of its operation, a fomething 
frpm thofe very perfons, which, when free and undifturbcd, 
and in the exercife of all faculties, they could not perform, and 
who were rendered incapable of performing it from the very 
obftacles thrown in their way by thofe who exadled that per- 
formance. It was abfurd, becaufe it was ineffedoai to it& 
avowed purpofe ; for it was calculated to defeat, not to attain^ 
ks ohjeSt, If the creditor is guilty of a fraud, punifh bina as 
a&auduient agent; if not guilty of. a firaud, do not puniih ith- 
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folvency as a crimcy which (hould rather be commiferated as a 
misfortune. To punifli infoivency as criminaly and to doom 
fraud to the fame punifliment as mere infolveiicy> is to con-* 
found all moral diftinflions, it is to bring them to the fymH 
end in the opinions of mankkidi it is to poifon the foorces of 
human adion, and to transfer from the ad:ion of a criminal 
that portion of indignation which ought to await it, in order to 
affix it to the unfortunate, whofe (ituation fhould rather be fof- 
tened by the humane interference of the larws, than aggravat<- 
cd by their rigorous enforcement. From the prefent fyftem 
alfo, the creditor was frequently induced to purfue a plan of 
rigour in order to procure, from the feelings of humanity and 
, the efFufions of friendfliip, what he could heither obtain front 
the ftern dilates of juftice, nor the peremptory mandates of 
law. If the infolvency, and even the honefty of the debtor 
were acknowledged, yet his friends were looked to as a fource 
of payment ; and, to quote the words of a late refpedable 
Judge {Earl Mansfield,) " The feelings of the friend were 
often tortured to adminifter to the refentment or intereft of the 
creditor." His Lord (hip then went into an examination of the 
law as it now exifts between debtor and creditor. In the firft 
ftage of the bufinefs, the fundamental principle of juftice was 
violated ; and the very means which the Social Inftitution hjad 
adopted to carry that principle into effeS were abandoned. 
What was the great objeft of the inftitution of Government, 
but to prevent individuals from being even the judges, far more 
the avengers of their own wrongs ? Yet, by the exifting laws 
of the land, the creditor was enabled to deprive the debtor of 
his liberty, upon a fimple fwearing to the debt. He well 
knew, that in fome cafes this ex parte evidence .was not a fuf- 
ficient ground of imprifonment ; for, by the pradlice of the 
Court of Common Pleas, the counter affidavit of the debtor 
was Sufficient to enlarge him without bail. It was not fo, 
however, in the Court of King's Bench. Whence this difFe- 
rei^ce in the pradtice of the two Courts ? As the objeSs of 
juftice were uniform, why not adopt the fame means for its 
attainment, when to vary the means, would, in fad, fruftrate 
the end? The meafures of juftice (hould, like juftice itfelf, 
be unvarying and immutable ; nor could he fee any reafbn 
why a prifoner^ by a procefs from the one Courts (hould be 
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compelled to give bail, while, when arreftcd by a procefs 
from another, he fliould be enlarged without giving it. The. 
procefs, either in one cafe or the other, did an ad of injuftice 
cither to the debtor or to the creditor. By the law, as it now 
flood, a debtor, when arretted, was frequently dragged to gaol 
for want of fuificient bail, becaufe the bail exafted was always 
double the debt fworn to. Here was a farther impediment to 
SI debtor's procuring bail. He had then no option but to ex- 
pofehimfelf to the mortification of a ^-efufal, or to lie in gaol, 
or to pay the debt, which he felt to be unjuft. The latter 
meafure, however h^rd, the debtor fre(]^ently adopted, rather 
than expofe his feelings to mortification, or his perfon to im- 
prifonment. The Society of the Thatched Houfe Tavern> 
for the relief of infolvent debtors, his Lordfhip confidered as 
an inftitution which did honour both to the age, and to the 
Members who compofed it. Their reports were founded on 
ftrid inquiries, and on the moft authentic documents. — ^They 
had adled upon the grand combined principles of juftice and 
benevolence; and what was the refult^ of their inquiries? — 
Why, that the far greater part of perfons arrefted in this 
country during the cpurfe of the year, were arrefled for debts 
under twenty pounds ; and that of two thoufand now languifh- 
ing in prifon, in the different gaols of the country, thirteen 
hundred had wives, and four thoufand children ; beings help- 
lefs andunprote£led ; expofed to calamity, which neither their 
guilt had incurred, nor could their feeblenefs avert. One 
hundred and fifty of them, upon an average, were every year 
doomed to linger in the dungeons of confinement, not becaufe 
they had not paid their creditors the debts which were due to 
them, and for which they had been originally arrefled, but be- 
caufe they had not money fufRcient to pay the fees of office, 
which were neceffary for their enlargement. Thefe men 
were, for the mod part, either tradefmen, artificers, or fea- 
men ; meii engaged in the humble and laborious, but honeft 
and ufcful callings of life ; who fought the battles of their 
country in time of war, and who adminiflered to its comforts 
in pe^ce. The perfons confined, of this defcription, had only^ 
it is true, between two and three pounds to pay ; but that fum, 
though inconfiderable in their Lordfhips' opinion, was ftill 
great to thofe, who neither had the fum itfelf, nor the means 
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of obtaining it. Why they had not the means of obtaining it, 

it well became their Lordfliips to inquire. He did mean to 

in(lnuate> that the keepers of the prifons were men of harQl 

and feliiih difpofitions ; or^ to ufe the language of the Poet, 

that 

** Seldom the fteely Gaoler is the Friend of Man." 

loftances had indeed been given where gaolers ha9 relinquifli* 
ed tbeir fees, and contributed to the enlargement of the prifon- 
crs., But though thefe examples had been produced, what did 
they prove? That the liberty of our fellow fubjeds refted, 
not on the known and certain principles of law, but on the 
fpontaneous benevolence of Englifhmen. Nay, that tliofe 
whofe habits of life were calculated to fteel them againft every 
fentiment of compaflion, were not proof againft the mafs of . 
human calamity, which was continually prefent to their eye; 
and that in the mandons of forrow and of indigence, the hand' 
of liberality was ftretched out by thofe in whom, according to 
vulgar opinion, every nerve of humanity was fuppofed to be 
withered ; and the tear of compaflion ilarted at the wailings of 
hunger, and the cries of diftrefs. HisLordfhip then proceed- 
ed to explain the different claufes of the bill. They were to 
prevent all arrefts for lefs than twenty pounds, which was 
merely a claufe of the old law, as it fubfifted before the rdga 
©f George the Firft ; to remedy abiifes to which lock-up houfes 
were fubjeA ; to prevent exceflive bail from being required ; 
and to enaft that theprifoner (hould not be hurried to jail> (as 
he now may be) when in a ftate of ficknefs and infanity ; and- 
to publifh in the Gazette, every month; the names of perfons 
convidled of fraudulent tranfaiSions* His Lordfhip having 
concluded hfs expofition of the principles contained in each 
claufe of the bill, begged the Houfe to recollci^l that he had 
not attempted to influence their paflions, but to convince their 
reafon. He had not produfed to their view any of thofe pathe- 
tic infiances of diftrefs that were to be found in the report of 
the Committee of the Houfe of Commons of laft year. He 
had difcuded the fubjeft calmly and temperately, convinced 
that calm and temperate inquiry were alone necelTary to pro- 
duce in the minds of every one of their Lordfliips, a full con- 
viilion of the propriety of adopting the meafiire he had the ho- 
nour of propofing. With refpeft to the (hare be had taken, 
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he adUred the Houfe that he could claim but a. very moderate 
portion of merit. His arguments had heen principally ad* 
dticed from the very able and accurate inveftigation.of thofi^ 
gentlemen^ who had been appointed by the I^oufe of Com- 
mons laft year, to inquire into the operation of the laws in 
imprifonment for debt. And he could have wiflied that the 
Member with whom that inquiry originated, (Mr. Grey,) 
would have taken the difcuflion to himfelf. In a converfation> 
however, with him, the honourable gentleman deemed it mpr^ 
prudent that the difcuflion fliould commence in the Houfe of 
Lords, in order that the opinions of noblemen, moft eounent 
in the law, both frpm their fituation and abilities, might be 
known as foon as poflible. Such were the motives that had 
a£luated him. Their Lordfliips, he truded^ would fee that 
the bill tended to prevent that (hameful practice of dragging to 
a prifon, perfons contending perhaps with fevere indilpofition, 
from their home and their families. They would obferye» 
that it was calculated, not only to alleviate the miferies of live 
debtor, but that it conduced to the fecurity of the creditor. 
Convinced of this, he trufted that, as the propriety of the oln- 
je£i: had been generally acknowledged, their Lordihips would 
not feel an inclination to rcjeft the bill, in t^to, merely becaufe 
fome of the provifions might appear to them to be objeftion- 
able. He recalled to the rccoUedion of their Lord(hips, the 
pofition of Lord Bacon, viz. That the end of all laws, was 
to produce happinefs and fecurity to the people ; and in con- 
clufion, he fubmitted the bill to their Lordfhips, with a fuU 
cpnviftion that their decifion would be the' decifion of humsi- 
nity and of juftice. 

The bill was then read a fecondtime. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR wiflied to know when it 
was meant that the bill fhould be committed. 

Lord RAWDON replied that as it was his intention to 
avail himfdf of the opinion of the Judges, he did not mean to 
have it committed till the i6th of April, when the Judges 
would be returned from the circuit. — Adjourned. 

Wednejdayy 1 oth April, 

Earl of Mansfield was introduced, with the ufual formalities, 
betwixt Earls Fitzwilliara and Carlifle ; and the patent of the 
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EarMom of Mansfidd in favour of the late Williftm Eatl of 
Mansfield, and in default of heirs male of his body, to David 
Vifcount Stormont (now Earl of Mansfield) having being read 
by the clerk, together with his writ of fummons to Parliament, 
his Lordifaip took the oaths and the feat. 

Lord Grenville brought down a meflage from His Majefty, 
fimilar to the meflage prefented to the Houfe of Commons, 
(for which fee their Proceedings) flating, that His Majefty re* 
Ked on the fupport of their. Lord (hips towards the vigorous 
profecution of the war, and in enabling His Majefty to provide 
for the extraordinary expences of the prefent year. 

The meflage being read, 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that, under the prefent circum- 
ftances, he conceived there could be but one opinion in that 
Houfe, in Parliament, and in the country, with regard to the 
vigorous profecution of war ; and he would therefore, without 
faying more, conclude with moving an addrefs to His Majefty, 
which he read, and which was, as ufual, an echo of the mef- 
fage. 

Earl STANHOPE faid,- that he had been one of thofc \ery 
few, ^ who had uniformly difapproved of the prefent war. : He 
had done fo, becaufe he conceived it to have been unneflary9 
and that, by temper and prudent management, it might have 
been (avoided ; he could not, therefore, give his aflent to the 
propofed addrefs. His Lordfliip faid^ he could not tell whe* 
ther there wai any truth in the report which had been lately ia 
circulation, that Dumourier had been forced to make his efcape» 
finding that he was not fupported by his army in the plans 
which he had formed ; nor did he reft any thing on this, whe« 
ther true or falfe ; but he begged leave to remind their Lord- 
fliips, that that fame Dumourier, in the month of December 
laft, had propofed the invafion of Holland, and that the Ex- 
ecutive Council of France.9 at that time, rejeded his propofal, 
froni a wifti to preferve peace and a good underftanding with 
this country, about which they had ftiewn the moft anxious 
(blicitude. 

' The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that, although he did 
not mean to oppofe the motion, becaufe now that this country 
ig a£lually involved in war^ he agreed that it ought to be pro* 
fiBCuttti witb' vqgour i yet he thought it necipflary to explain the 
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grounds upon which alone he could give his concurrence in 
voting for the addrefs. He hoped and trufted, that His Ma- 
jelly's Minifters would not be fo flattered by any momentary 
fuccefS) as to advife His Majefty to enter into the views of the 
Auflrians and Prufliansi or to accede to any combination, for 
the purpofe of interfering in the internal polity of France ;•— ^ 
for, if (o, he would be almoR led to lament the prefent fuccefs 
of his native country, from an apprehenfion of themifchiefs 
to which it would lead ; — did he fuppofe that any fuch views 
were entertained, he could by no means concur in the addrefs^ 
but he was induced to give it his fupport, truiling that His 
Majefty's Miniflers, and the noble Lord for one, would con- 
tinue to a£l upon the principles upon which they had all along 
profefled to a A, and that they did not mean to purfue any other 
objed in the prefent war than that of checking the increaiing 
power and aggrandizement of France. 

Lord GRENVILLE could not conceive it to be in any 
ihape neceflary for him to recapitulate; to their Lordfhips thofe 
circumftances of perfidy, ambition, and injuftice on the part 
of France, which had forced this country into the prefent 
war \ and it wis furely neither neceflary nor proper for him to 
(ay any thing as to what may be the intentions of His Majefty's 
Minifters as to the future conduft of the war. So long, indeed, 
as France had confined herfelf within her own territories, and 
had behaved j^'ith refpefl towards this country, he had always 
thought that it was proper for us to preferve a ftridl neutrality, 
and to avoid any interference with her internal government ; 
how far the cafe might be now changed was a fubjed which 
he would not enter upon. The noble Earl (Lauderdale) ^has 
thought proper to annex a condition to his giving his aflent to 
the addrcfs, as to wl^ich he would certainly fay nothing : that 
noble Earl had formerly with-held his concurrence to the mea- 
fures adopted by the Houfe as to the prefent war ; whether or 
not he would now give his concurrence, he could not tell ; — 
but he would content himfelf with faying what he thought 
perfeflly fufficient, upon the prefent occafion, and with which 
he trufled their Lordfliips would be fatisfied, viz. That we 
have been forced into a war with France, from her unjuft and 
perfidious condud towards' this country; and that being 
a<3ually engaged in fuch a war^ it is impofliblc to doubt the 
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propriety and neceflity of carrying it on with vigqur and 
effea. 

The addrefs was then agreed to without a divifiony and or- 
dered to be prefented to His Majefty by the Lords in white 
ftaves. Adjourned to 

Thurfday^ ilth April. 

Agreeably to the notice given by the Earl of ABINGDON 
of his intention to bring forward a motion on the Slave Trade, 
his Lord(hip rofe and faid. 

Your Lordftiips will not fuppofe that I am about to enter 
into the wide and extenfive field of argument which the quef- 
tion for the abolition of the Slave Trade has> as a fubjed: of 
dircuflion> opened to the view, and brought under the notice 
and confideration of this Houfe ; a field too large for me to 
range in, too comprehenfive for the extent of individual ability, 
more than enough to occupy the exertions of every head, and 
to roufe the energies of every heart among us. To occupy 
the exertions of every head in appeal to wifdom, and to roufe 
the energies of every heart, as a call upon the charaderiilic 
juftice of this Houfe. 

It is not then, faid his Lprdfhip, in this field that I am now 
about to enter 4 neither is it to thofe tribunals of your Lord* 
(hips' wifdom and juflice that I am in the a6l of addrefling my-^ 
felf. The flage in which this bufmefs is, is ripe for neither ; 
and God forbid it fhould ever be fo : but there is a third tribu- 
nal to which, forming the ground of the motion that I (hall 
have the honour to fubmit to your Lordfhips, I am now to 
addrefs myfelf, and that is, in folemn appeal, at this moil mo- 
mentous criiis of public affairs, to the political difcretion of 
this Houfe : nor even here either (hall I have occadon, faid 
his Lordfhip, to trefpafs long on the time and patience of the 
Houfe : for what this momentous crifis of public affairs is, 
will need no reprefentation from me to bring to your Lordfhips* 
minds ; the fads, in events too terrible even for the admiilion 
of thought, being already before our eyes ; and the effeAs 
fpringing from the caufes that have produced them, but too 
plainly fpeaking for themfelves. 

It is, therefore, faid his Lordfhip, enough for me to pre- 
fume, that your Lrord(hips are fufBciently aware of that new 
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pbilofophjr, as it is called, M^iidl is ^ne ^xbnstti ; contsuniiig, 
like Pandora's box of old, all the evils and vices that hutnan 
nature or the world can be inflifted with. Of that philofbphy. 
Oft the principles of which thofe monftets in human ihape, I 
mean the people of France ; and when I fay monfters in hu*. 
man fhape, let not the charge of *a national reflexion (fpeak- 
ing as I do, not from my own, but from much better authority 
than my own) be imputed to me ; namely, that of one of their 
own countrymen, Voltaire, who, knew them well, and who 
fays, in defcribing the nation, that ** They are a race of peo- 
ple dcfcended from monkies and from wolves ; for when," 
fays he, ** they are not fkipping and dancing like monkies, 
they are ravenotts and ferocious as wolves." I fay then,' your 
Lordfhips are aware of that new philofophy on the principles 
of which thefe monfters in human fhape, this favage nation, 
have declared war, n6t only againft mari, but againk God him- 
felf. Principles by which all Europe is already corivulfed, and 
with the direful influence of which, the peace, the order, the 
fubofdination, Hit happinefs, of the whole habitable glol>e is 
threatened. And yet fnch is the philofophy, fuch are thfc 
principles, and fuch the people, that, in this age of novelty 
and innovation, we are called upon by fome to adopt, to fra^* 
ternize, and to affiliate with. 

And now, Ciid his Lordfhip, having faid this, if it were to 
appear to your Lordfhips, that this very propofition for thie 
abolition of the Slave Trade, not only makes a part in fpecu- 
lation' of this new philofophy, but is aftually fdunded on thofe 
very principles in pradice which I have juft mentioned, can it 
be fuppofed that your Lordfliips would wifh, at leaft in the 
pref^nt moment, to entertain fuch a propofition ; or would it 
be too much to look for your Lofdlhips' agreement with me in 
a motion for poftponing the farther confideration of this bufi- 
nefs to a period, when intermediately mankind may be reflored 
to their fenfes, and this enthufiaftic madnefs no longer (hall 


remain ? 


We are, faid his Lordfhip, at war with France, either for 
the extinSion of thefe principles, or, with a view to felf- 
prefcrvation, which is the firft law of nature, Ibcial as well at 
individual, for the extirpation of the people themfelves : for 
•thervvifc, what is the refult ?— The refult is, that we (hall. 
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as of m;\aYpidahle neceflity, fink into the fame abyfs of mifeiy 
"vvitlkthein ; and be what they are : for is npt their philofoph]^ 
founded on this ? do not their principles kad to this ? are not 
their decrees declaratory to this ? Is not their objefl exprefsly 
this } and, if fucccfs fhould attend their meafures, will tiot 
their end be this? And If fo, in my contemplation, better were 
it for us, that *^ we were created toads, to live on the fume^ 
of a dunghill," rather than poifefTrng the feelings and the 
faculties of men, and of Englifhmen too, born to the bleflings 
of a conftitution founded on liberty, be made to endure a life 
that (hall pafs away with the mortifying fuppreflion of the 
former, and in the cruel deprivation of the latter. 

But I have faid, continued his Lordlhip, that this propofitioii 
for the abolition of the Slave Trade, is in fpeculation a part 
of this new philofophy ; and who (hall controvert the pofition? 
For in the very definition of the* terms themfelves, as defcrip- 
tiveof the thing, what does the abolition of the Slave Trade 
mean more or lefs in eiFedl, than liberty and equality ? what 
more or lefs than the rights of man ? and what is liberty and 
equality — ^and what the rights of man — but the fooliih fundar 
mental principles of this new philofophy ? But this is not all. 
It is a propofition that has been adopted, of which the proofs 
of correfpondence are not wanting, in concert, or rather let 
me fay, more ad rem in fraternity with, fome of thofe profli- 
gate and abandoned confpirators, the National Convention of 
France ; and is, or has been, carried on through the medium 
and by the means of fubmitting clubs in both countries ; which 
ihews not only that the propofition is in itfelf founded on 
French principles, that is, on French philofophy ; but prove3 
th^t we too have in this country our Condorcets, our BriiTots^ 
pur Abbe Gregoires, and our Roberfpicrres. And if this be 
ifo, is not this ground enough for your Lordihips, at leaft for 
the prefent, to reft on your arms ? 

But I have faid not only that this propofition is founded on 
this new philofophy in fpeculation, but that it has, on its very 
principles, been reduced to practice ; and of this neither are 
the damning proofs deficient : for, look at the ftate of the 
colony of St. Domingo, and fee what liberty and equality, fee 
what the rights of man, have done there. Look at the lotk 
of Auguft^ and the ^d and 3d of September at Parisi and ib 
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comparifon with the foul calendar of murders committed at 
St. Domingo, you will find thefe days of humanity and com- 
paffion. There indeed (at Paris) you will have brought to 
^our view murderers and cannibals enow, it is true'; but 
here (at St. Domingo) you will fee rivers of commerce dried 
up, whilft fountains of human blood are made to iflue in their 
ftead ; and (as if in the pride of exultation for this philofophic 
event) hear too, in the milk of his humanity, what one of 
thefe murderous philofophers (Citizen Roberfpierre) fays upon 
this v6ry occafion : " Perilh," fays he, " the colonies, rather 
than that we fhould lofe one of our principles !'* 

But let us remember, my Lords, faid his Lordfliip, that we 
have colonies of our own ; and would your Lordfliips be 
willing, by making the fame experiment, to produce the fame 
confequences ? And if not, let us have fome regard for our 
confiftency. Let us not fpill the blood, and wafte the treafure 
of this country, in a war with France, to combat principles 
that we ourfelves are giving law to. Half meafures may be 
courting the popularity of fome, but it is to whole meafures 
on which our fafety muft ultimately depend. Let us be firm 
and manly in the right, and we have nothing to fear from that 
which is wrong. 

Thus much, then, faid his Lordfhip, have I thought it 
neceflary to fay in addrefs to the political difcretion of your 
LrOrdfhips ; and now I will add a word or two in argumentum 
ad Jujpicionemy in addrefs to the jealoufy of this Houfe. And, 
in fo doing, let us fee who are the abettors of this propofition 
for the abolition of the Slave Trade, and from whence it comes^ 
as ^ matter of reflexion only, and to paufe upon. I do not 
know whether your Lordfliips have read; but I have, a fermon 
of DoSor Prieftly's upon this very fubjeft, preached to a 
fociety of diflentcrs, and publiflied at their requeft. What 
this fermon is, your Lordfliips may fuppofe. It is, of courfe^ 
to inculcate thefe doftrines with all the ability that belongs to 
that well-known philofopher. But it is to do more ; it is to 
ftate fads, that, coming from his fuperintending knowledge 
and authority, are not to be difregarded. He tells us to whom 
we are indebted for the agitation and adoption of this queftion — 
** To the Quakers," fays he, ** who were the firft to fhew 
themfelves friends to the rights of humanity, and to dlfTentert 
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of all denominations ;"\ adding, in the true fpirlt of levelling^ 
to his levelling flock, this prophetic exhortation to perfeverancc 
in the good caufe ; namely, (and what can be more levelling ?J 
** that the- time is arriving, when the wolf (hall lie down ^ith 
the lamb, as the prefent ftate of things," fays he, " makes 
highly probable ;" — that is to fay in the true philofophic phrafe, 
that all being equal, all, under the fame happy fyftem of fra- 
ternization, fhall be eqi:al]y and duly organized : or, in more 
intelligible language, blacks and whites, Friench and Englifli, 
wolves and Iambs, (hall all, " merry companions every one," 
promifcuoufly pig together; engendering a race of people not 
defcended, as Voltaire fays, from monkies and wolves, but a 
new fpecies of man as the produft of this new philofophy, a 
non defci^ipt in the order of human beings, and hitherto un- 
known to the naturalifl. 

But, faid his Lordflhip, as that prefent ftate of things, to 
which the fermon alludes, is, I truft, in corriparifon, widely 
different from the prefent ftate of things that novy is, the only 
remark' I (hall make upon what 1 have ftated, leaving the reft 
to your Lordlhips' own obfervatians, is this, in the ihapcof a 
queftion — Is there, or can there be, any juft, wife, or natural 
(I will not fay political)' reafbn why the Qiikers, or ony other 
of the fefts of difTenters, fliould be more forward in (hewing 
themfelves friends to the rights of humanity, than the members 
t>i the^ftabli(hcd church are ? And to this I (hall wait for an 
anfwer in Argument : but, in the mean time, having heard the 
aiTertion that they are fo, and underftanding that all the peti^ 
tions, or at leaft the moft part of them, that have been procured 
and prefented to the other Houfe of Parliament for the aboli- 
tion of this trade have been either from, or through the in- 
fluence of, this body of men ; and apprehending that the 
fame proceeding may be adopted in this Houfe, I (hall beg 
leave to trouble your Lord(hips with a few refledlions on this 
fubjedl* 

I fay then, as a general propofition, that the right of 
petitioning the King, or either Houfe of Parliament, is a right 
inherent in the fubjeft, fundamental in the Conftitution, juft 
in its origin, and beneficial in its application : but at the fame 
time it is a right fubje£t to limitations, and, as fuch, a queftion- 
abi« right. That it is a reftridled right we know from the a£t 
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of the 13th of Chftrles II. ft, iJchap. 5. the reftri£tions of 
ivhich I need not here enumerate : but the reafons of thofe re- 
ftri&ions we all muft remember to be on account of the rage 
for petitioning that preceded the grand rebellion in the year 
1640; and we know too, that it. is under thefe reflriSions 
jthat the right is declared and confirmed by the a6t of the firft of 
William and Mary, ft. 2. chap. 2. 

This then being the cafe, my arguihent is, that the ground 
of every petition to the King, or to either Houfe of Parlia- 
ment (legal ground I mean) is and can only be for two caufes^ 
cither againft the infringement of a conftitutional right by the 
Legiflature, or by any branch of it ; or, that right being fo in- 
fringed, for a redrefs of grievances. Now, I conceive, the 
conftitutional rights of the fubje6l to be, and only to be, the 
right of perfonal fecurity, the right of perfonal liberty , and 
the right of private property; and againft the infringement of 
any of thefe rights, or, if infringed, for the redrefs of grievances^ 
are the grounds, and the only grounds, on which the fubj eft's 
right of petitioning the King, or either H|oufe of Parliament, 
is made to reft. ' 

This, faid his Lordfhip, I take to be clear and indifputable 
doctrine ; and being fo, jet us fee whether the petitions that 
have been and may be again prefented, for the abolition of the 
Slave Trade, are founded upon the infringement of any one of 
thofe rights ; and if not, whether they are not confequently 
illegal? Let me a(k then, is the Carrying on of the Slave 
Trade againft the perfonal fecurity, againft the perfonal liberty, 
or againft the private property of thefe petitioners ; or does it 
in any wife whatever, attach upon or difturb any one of thefe 
rights ? What muft be the anfwer ? Examine the queftion. 
It is impoflible to be fo. Upon what ground then are thefe 
petitions ? Arc they for the redrefs of grievances ? No : this 
neither cannot be ; for none of thefe rights are infringed upon, 
and not being infringed upon, there are no grievances to be re- 
dreffed. 

But thefe petitions muft have fome ground to ftand upon, 
and what is it ? It is, fay the petitioners, the ground of hu- 
manity ; but humanity, as I have ftiewn, is no ground for 
petition'mg : Humanity is a private feeling, and not a public 
principle to a£t u^on : it is a cafe of ccnfcience, and nat n 
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conftltntional right ; and if petitions are to be admitt^ for 
confcieace fake, why not petition to alter the liturgy of the 
church of England, and to change the eftabliihed religion of 
the country ? the ground is the fame, and the reafon the 
fame ; but, I truft, the praflice is not meant to be the fame. 
But here, too, reverts my queilion, What right has a Quaker^ 
or any other diffenter, to more humanity than a Church-of- 
England man ? — And yet fuch is the pretence : but admitting 
be has, what is the anfwer to their petitions ? The amfwcr is, 
have nothing to do with the trade, and your humanity is out of 
the queftion : but if this were not fo, let me a(k again, What 
right has any body of men, how;ever numerous (unlefs with 
fmifter views, or for hypocritical purpofes) to fet up their hu- 
jliamty againfl the humanity of other people ; and, to fatisfy 
that humanity, to call upon Parliament^ to do what ? to repeal 
their own afts? ; and this too in a cafe where not only public 
faith is to be violated, public juftice facriiiced, all ideas of 
policy obliterated, thoufands and tens of thoufands of fubje6ls 
"ruined, millions and tens of millions of property loft — but 
where againft this very (now-diflenting) humanity, this ttid^ 
has been carried on by all countries in the four quarters of the 
globe : and particularly by this for near two centuries and a 
half. . But what is all this to us, fay thefe petitioners ; for has 
not Citizen Roberfpierre faid, " Perifh the colonies, rather than 
we (hall lofe one of the principles of our new philofophy ?*%— 
But, laid his Lordlhip, I fay, that this is to diftate to Parlia- 
ment, it is to petition " for the alteration of matters eftabliOi* 
cd by law in the ftate," which is exprefsly con,trary to law ; it 
is to fet up toleration againft eftablifhment, and to prefume, 
on ftrength where weaknefs ought to prevail*. I fay farther, 
it is to require that which, in the concatination of philofophic 
events that are looked for, forms the firft and chief link of the 
dhain : for if the abolitition of the Slave Trade, as avowedly 
it is, be that tenet in which diflenters of all denominations 
agree, what is this but that bafis of union from whence all ' 
other reforms are to arife ? Xo abolition abroad, abolition at 
home will follow. Reform of Parliament comes next : out 


• The following paragraph was not delivered, but refcrved witk 
ftme oth^r tmtttx ik reply if the motion had cotne to a queftion. 
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of which the pickings ^nd gleanings of the church-lands, with 
the church-lands themfelvesy may be no unfriendly provoca- 
tive to the abolition of the right reverend bench in my eye. 
My Lords, faid his Lordfliip, the Houfe itfelf in which we 
fit, is a link in this chain ; and fo on, in fuccedion, with 
abolition, velut unda fupervenif undam, fucceed abolition, till 
the monarchy itfelf, as the lad clofing link, ihall make way 
for that grand democratic defpot. Anarchy y to enter ; conver- 
ting this very chain of events into fetters of flavery even for 
thofe who forged it. And when I fay this, let it not be 
thought that I fpeak unadvifedly ; for what has been, may be 
again: nay, what has been, is again. What England was in 
1640, France, and by the felf- fame procefs, now is. France 
has its National Convention, England had its no lefs hiemor- 
able Parliament : Charles I. loft his head, Louis XVL has 
loft his. Anarchy then prevailed in England, Anarchy now 
rules in France. The inference I then drew, faid his Lord-^ 
ihip> is this, that thefe petitions are not founded on any con- 
ftitutional ground, either of infringement of right or redrefs 
of grievances, but favouring of the* times, are like thofe tu- 
multuous petitions that, preceding the grand rebellion in 
the year 1640, gave occafion to the a6l alluded to of the J3th 
of Charles II., and being fo, falling under that ad, are con- 
iequently illegal, and being illegal, ought not to have been re^ 
ceived, but being received, ought wholly to be difregarded* 
His Lordihip added, I ftiall trefpafs no longer on your Lord- 
ihips' time, than by moving, That the further confideration 
of the queftion for the abolition of the Slave Trade be poft- 
poned to this day five months. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he never was more furprifed at any 
circumftance than the prefent motion ; it was unprecedented 
in pra&ice — unvindicated by reafon. What ! ftop a judicial 
inquiry, when only one fide of the queftion had been heard, 
and refufe to receive the arguments that were to be oppofed to 
the evidence ? This would be the height of injuftice. The 
abolition of the ilave trade was a glorious, a moft glorious 
work ; it was the work of humanity, of freedom, and of juf- 
tice ! and as fuch it fhould, in every ilage of its progrefs, 
have all the fupport he was able to give it. He faw not how 
the conduS of the French interfered ii| this bufinefs : our flavq 
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trade had nothing to do with the Revolution in France, and 
therefore he fhould give the mdtion his mod decide negative. 

The Duk^ of CLARENCE, after dating his reafons for 
deferring the farther confideration of the flave trade to this 
day, informed their Lordfliips that he certainly hieant to have 
made fome motion on the fubjefl (imilar to that which was 
offered by the noble Earl ; for he did truly conceive^ from thp 
moft incontrovertible proofs in hisown mind, that it woiild be 
impolitic and greatly unjuft to deftroy it in' the manner pro- 
pofed by the friends of its abolition. His Highnefs then went 
pretty much at large into the merits of the trade, the immenfe 
capital that was employed, the (lake that was held in that part 
of the world, and the confequences that muft enfue from put- 
ting a ftop to that which ages had confirmed as highly benefi- 
cial to this country. The bufinefs of this fort of freedom 
was begun by a Mr. Ramfay, who was one of the moft ty- 
rannical men that ever governed a plantation in the Weft In- 
dies — cruel, opprefltve, and vindictive, but who, philofophifed 
by thofe new-fangled principles^ of liberty, which had deluged 
Europe with blood, became now as great a tyrant to order and 
good government as he was before to juftice, moderation, and 
tme, liberty. His Royal Highnefs, warmed by the fubjed,. 
went fo far as to alTert that the promoters of this Slave-trade 
bill were either fanatics or hypocrites, and in one of thofe 
clafles he ranked Mr. Wilberforce, from the influence of illur 
fion. In reply to what had been faid by Earl Stanhope, he 
faw not one fhadow of argument that went to do away what 
had been argued by the noble Earl who made the motion. 
And that French politics did interfere with the opinions and 
arguments of Britifh fen^tors, he fhould be able to prove by a 
letter from Lord Stanhope to Citizen Condorcet, which, if a 
forgery, the noble Lord was at liberty inftantly to ftop him. 
This letter His Highnefs read, and it contained congratula- 
tions to the French Republican on the turn which the flave 
trade was likely to take, and the viAory obtained in the Houfe 
of Commons over the opponents to freedom. It alfo men- 
tioned with joy that th» day was arriving when liberty would 
.triumph, and monarchical tyranny be every where exploded 
.and cruihed. [This letter was dated. the 6th of April, 179a, 
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knd certainly ptoved diat the i jteas of French freedom were 
connefted with the flive trade itt this country.] 

Lord GRENVILLE took up, in a very ferious nuumer, 
the attack ttiade on Mn Wilberforcfe by the noble Duke — a 
gehtleman whofe humanity was an ornanient to human* na- 
ture, and wKofe tharaSer ranked high in the eftimation of the 
Public and the opinion of his acquaintance. The epithets of 
fanatic or hypocrite belonged not to him : he took up the bufi- 
nifefs with a fpirit that flawed from jullice, and perfevering in 
tt Witlh a^ afliduity that did credit to hi^ heart as well as his 
liead. There was little doubt, he trufted, but that in the end 
the noble objeft of his puriuit would b^ crowned with fuccefs. 
He Hoped that he might attribute what had fallen from the no- 
t)Ie Diike to the warmth with which he had taken up the fob- 
Jeflr, afid he hoped he (hould be convinced it was fo. In re- 
tpeOi to tlie lAbtion before the Houfe, it cei:tairily Ihould have 
Ills diflent ; bet^aufe, as obferved bjr his noble relation, it was 
'not giving a fair chance to the bufineft •; and, exclufive of that, 
"it virould be a great infult to the Commons to decide by this 
hdfty vote that which they had with fuch labour and, pains 
brought to their bar for a folemn decifion. For his own part, 
'he fhould wifh to hear all that the nterchants could advance 
upon the fubjeft, and not fuddenly arreft the trial in Its pro- 
grefs. It appeared as if the fupporters of the flave trade had 
no other grounds to go upon that could ferve their caufe, and 
therefore that they wiflicd, by a fudden motion, thus at once 
to get rid of their defence. On this account, without enter- 
ing into the merits of the trade, he fhould vote againft the pre- 
fent motion* 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE coincided with Lord Gren- 
ville in thofe points which refpedled a fair hearing of the evi- 
dence ; but he wifhed to know whether the bufmefs was likely 
to be finifhed this feflion of Parliament. 

The Duke of CLARENCE mader a handfogie apology for 
tvhat he had faid on Mr. Wilberforce > he rcfpe£ted that gen- 
tleman's very high charafter, and certaitily meant him no 
perfonal or political infult. 

The Bifhop of St. DAVID's faid, though neither a corre- 

■fpondent with Condorcet, an admirer of French republicanifm, 

«r a friend to fanatics, yet he conceived that, before war was 

2, 
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declared dgainft Frapce, be might communioit^ by letter lyitl^ 
a man of fenfc, talk familiarly with a Diflenter, ai)d cony^ffe 
on philofophy, without lofing an atom of that veneration be 
had for our mixed monarchical Government, or forfeiting an 
iota of his firm allegiance to the King, and his true friendfliip 
for the Conftitution. But it fo happened that he had no cor- 
refpondents in France, and that he deteiled from his heart the 
principle which it is now evident aduated this Rebellion. 
He was, however, a friend to the bill for abolifhing the flave" 
trade, and having read and ftudied the whole of the evidence on 
that fubje£l, and in a great meafure made up his mind upon 
it, he (hould certainly give his negative to th^e motion made hf 
the noble Earl. The learned Prelate defended the Diifent^rsj 
and faid there were numbers among them who were zealous 
friends in the caufe of monarchy, and who wifhed for no other 
Government but that under which they now lived with [q 
much toleration* He defired that in th^Sj^Uufipn he might jbe 
underftood to mean the Calvinifts. 

Lord HAWKESBURY was againft the mption, ;althoi^gJ> 
he did not fee the abolition of the trade in that light in which 
it was viewed by others* 

The Earl of MANSFIELD hoped the noble Earl wou^ 
withdraw his motion, and not take the fenfe of the Houf<|^ 
upon it. 

Lord CRENVILLE, in reply to Lord Lauderdale^s quef- 
tion^ faid he did not think the evidence could be got througlv 
in the prefent feflion ; but he mentioned his pleafure at the ex- 
planation made by an illuftrious Duke* 

The Duke of CLARENCE again reinforced his ipology 
with' a ftrong aflurance that nothing perfonal Was meant. 

The Earl of ABINGDON, finding the fenfe of the Hpufe 
againft him, withdrew his raotioi;i, and the farther confidera- 
tion was adjourned to Wednefday next, and at feven o'clock 
the Houfe adjourned to next day. 

Monday, 15/A jipriL 

The order of the day for the fecond reading of the Traito- 
rous Correfpondence bill being read. 

Lord GREN VILLE rofe, and began by obferving, that he 
did not conceive it neceilary, nor did he intend, in thsit ftage 
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of the bill, to enter much at length int6 a detail of its provi- 
fions, but would only ftate to their Lordfliips the general out-' 
line of its principle, referving to himfelf to make what far-* 
Aer obfervations he might think ncceflary, either when the 
particular claufes ihould come under coniideration in a Com« 
ixiittee, or in reply to any arguments which might be urged in 
the cpurfe of the debate. The general principle of the bill 
went to the preventing the enemy, during the war, from being 
fupplied by fubjefts of this country, in the way of commerce, 
with any articles ufeful and important to them in carrying on 
the war againft us, or from deriving any refourccs, through 
the medium of this country, which may aflFord them the means 
of profecuting the war. Part of the bill was only declaratory. 
The crime of treafon had ever hqi^n reckoned, in all countries, 
to be -paramount to any other, and the reafon of this was ob- 
vious ; becaufe, as it is a firfl and fundamental principle of all 
criminal law that crimes ought to be puniflied, not in propor- 
tion to the degree of moral turpitude, but as they affeft the in- 
tercfts of foci^ty ; fo that crime muft he, of all others, the 
gi:eateft, which, inftead of attacking the property or fecurity 
of any private individual, goes to the total overthrow and dif- 
folution of the whole fociety, and of its eftablifhed govern- 
ment. His Lordfliip then proceeded tp take a view of the 
treafon law of this country from its earlieft hiftory, and dated 
that in the reign of one of thofe princes to whom the jurifpru- 
dence of this country owed perhaps as much as to any .other, a 
law was paffed, the ftatute 25 Edward Illy, which, after 
^ many ages, continued at this day to form the treafon law of 
this country. That aft not only provided for fuch cafes of 
treafon as ftruck the framers of it moft forcibly atr the thne, 
fuch as aiding or abetting the King's enemies, compafling or 
imagining the King's death, &c,, but it alfo made a wife pro- 
vifion with refpeft to futurity in the cafe of the commiflion of 
treafonable afts which were not then forefeen, fo as that part 
of the fuhjcft Ihould not be left loofe. Under the provifion of 
that ftatute, his Lordftiip faid, that Parliameht might even go 
-the length of declaring an aft to be treafon which had been 
previoufly committed ; ^hat was, however, a power which 
*ihould be moft cautioufly exercifed — it was of a moft delicate 
nature, and had therefore been feldom exercifed. The laft in* 
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ftance he recollefted in which it had beenexercifed was, as hei 
thought, difgraceful to the country. In general, a much bet- 
ter and more equitable plan of proceeding had been adopted, ^ 
and, meeting the particular exigencies of the times, the wif- 
dom of the Legiflature of this country had thought it proper, 
at different periods, to enaft many temporary laws, fpecifying 
particular a<9:s to be treafon, many of which would otlierwili 
have come under the general law of treafon. It was, there- 
fore, for their Lordfliips t^ con fidcr whether therewere any 
circumftances in the prefent iituation of this country which 
called for the adoption of a meafure of this kind. We are 
engaged in a war ; and every body muft admit that the enemy, 
with whom we are at war, is different from any other enemy 
which this country ever had, both in its objeds in the war, 
ar\d as to its refources for carrying it on. Hrs Lordfhip then, 
adverted to the diflerent claiifes of the, bill, and argtied that 
they are neceflary In the prefent crifis^ and juflified both upon 
principle and by precedent. As to the claufe with reipefl: to 
jperfbns going from this country into France, he faid, that the 
power with which HistMajefty, as the chief executive magif- 
trate, is already inverted by law,, for the benefit of the whole, 
would go a great way indeed in this refpedl. His Lordrtiip 
concluded with faying^ that the prefent was a momentous pe- 
riod ; that we are engaged in a war for our laws, our liberty, 
and our cojiditution, and that with a great people, who, even 
in their prefent diilra<fted ftate, were formidable, and pofleffed 
confiderable refources, and who had every thing to lofc, or 
every thing to gain. We too were pretty much in the fame 
fituation, for We could only be faved by fuccefs. It v^as^ 
therefore, highly incumbent on us to take the neceffary mea- 
fures for our fafety ; and confidering the prefent bill to be a 
meafure of that kind, though weaker than what had been for* 
merly adopted on lefs urgent occafions — weaker, perhaps, tbaa 
he could have wifhed — he felt himfelf called upon to give it 
his fupport. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD wiflied that the noble Lord 
had not confined himfelf fo much to the general outline .of the 
bill, but had entered more minutely into the nature and extent 
of its different provifions, and had brought? the matter home to, 
ihcir Lojrdfliips' judgement, inftead of arrefting_ their feelings 
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in the manner he had done in the latter part of his fpeech* 
Were the bill indeed fclth as the noble Lord had dated it to 
be ; did it go only ^o prevent traitorous correfpondence with 
the enemy» or the giving them aid or afliftance, it (hould have 
had his hearty fupport ; but when he found it a compound of 
political abfurdities> extending to an alarming degree the law 
of treafon, while at the fame time it deprived pe^ fons accufed, 
of thofe benefits in their trial which the juftice and mercy of 
the Legiflature of this country had allowed in all cafes of trea- 
fon : when he found jt contain, befides thefe, a variety of the 
mod dangerous and unconftitutional provifions, he found him- 
felf called upon to oppofe it, even in this ftage, as a bill which 
ought not to be at all entertained by the Houfe, and to call 
.upon their Lordfliips, in the moft eirneft manner, to rejeft it. 
His Lordftiip then proceeded to make obfervations on the dif- 
ferent claufes of the bill. With refpe<9: to the firft claufe, it 
had been faid that all the a6ls fpecified in that claufe are al- 
ready treafon, and that the taking off from thefe the corrup- 
tion of blood, upon conviftion, was an aft of tendcrnefs ; 
but what fort of tendernefs was this> when, upon the pre-* 
tence of facilitating conviSion, a prifoner was deprived of all 
the guards which the kw had wifely and juftly afforded for the 
protedion of innocence in all cafes of accufation for 'treafon ? 
Great, however, as he thought this objeftion to the bill, there 
was another part of it ftill more objedlionable, and which fct 
at defiance all ideas of criminal law ; for as, in the part juft 
alluded to, the pynifhrnent had been lefTened in order to facili- 
tate conviftion, a punifhment of the mofl unparallelled and 
unjuftifiable fcverity had ftarted up in another part, where the 
purchafe of a French mortgage was placed in the fame fitua- 
tion with an attack upon the life of the King. The agreeing 
to do any of the afts prohibited in, the firft and fecond claufes, 
even by a verbal agreement, is punifliable in the fame manner 
with the aft itfelf, and that verbal agreement may be proved by 
one witnefs. What an inlet was this to perjury ! How unjuft 
to leave the lives of men to be affefted by evidence which 
would not be received in a civil cafe to the extent of lol. 
His Lordfhi'p concluded with faying, that if thofe who, for 
fome time, 'had afted on the fame political principles with 
himfelf, had been all frightened from making any oppofition 
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in another place, the prefent bill' would, mod probably , have 
€Oine up to that Houfe in its original form, which appeared 
to be fo much the wi(h of the noble Secretary of State ; per- 
haps it might even have been his own wifh ; for had it done fo, 
he w^s perfuaded that its evident abfurdity and injuftice muft 
have ftnick their Lordlhips fo forcibly, at firft fight, as to pro- 
cure it immediate rejeftion. 

The Earl of KINNOUL feemed to approve of the princi- 
ple of the bill, but oppofed the infurance claufe, and refted 
much on the authority of the late Earl of Mansfield in 1747 t 
he did not, however, objed to going into a Committee on the 
bill. ' 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he could fee no greater 
danger in this lyar than in former wars in which this country 
had been engaged with France ; and he faw, therefore, no oc* 
cafion for any extenfion of the treafon laws. Admitting even 
that France wifhed at prefent to difleminate her principles 
here, and to overthrow our Conftitution, which he hardly be- 
lieved, flill the prefent war did not feem to him more dange*- 
rous than our wars with France in the reign of Louis XIV., 
and at other periods. Seeing then, in this inftance, no neceC- 
fity for any extenfion of the law of treafon, he oppofed the 
principle of the bill ; but, if it fliould go into a Committee^ 
he hoped, at all events, it would be amended in feveral parti* 
culars which he thought extremely objectionable, were it even, 
right in its general principle* 

Lord HAWKESBURY began by obfervingon the danger 
to this country from the endeavours of France to difleminate 
here her deteftable principles ; for dangerous, he faid, it muft 
be, when a great nation like France is ufing every art to de- 
firoy not monarchy alone, but all civil government and regular 
order in fociety. Upon the fecond claufe, as to the purchafp 
of lands in France, his Lordfhip obferyed, that it was^ in 
fad, avowed by France, that they had no other poflible means 
of carrying on the war but by the fale of their lands. The ne- 
ceflity, therefore, of this claufe was apparent, and indeed, in 
this fituation of matters, the purcliafe of thefe lands, or giving 
money for them by perfons in this, kingdom, was, in fair co»- 
ftru6lion, the giving of aid to the King's enemies. His Lord** 
Chip fupported ilrongly the general principle of the bill> as well 
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as its various c1aufes> particularly the claufe rcfpefiing infu- 
ranceSy upon which he fpoke at confiderable length, ?nd ar^ 
gued that it was confonant to juil commercial principles, as 
well as to political principles. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE confidered the prefent 
bill as one of great importance, and equal to any in that refpeA 
that ever came before that Houfe. Their Lordfhips had from 
time to time been called upon to exercife the great power they 
poffeflfed, but in no one inttance were they called upon to exer* 
cife power on the nature of treafon, as by the prefent bill -^ it 
was a meafure for making new treafon. They were called 
upon for the exercife of the higheft of all trufts that ever was 
repofed in a deliberative body of men. The queflion was not 
one that might affedl the life of one or two individuals, but the 
lives of many individuals. Great as had been the alarm about 
treafon, and of treafonable intentions, he owned he knew of 
neither ; and as to the prefe/it bill, brought before their Lord- 
ihips avowedly for the purpofe of protefting us in that refpeS, 
he owned it appeared to him to t^ a hodge-podge, to fupply, 
at this late period of the feffion, all the want of evidence of 
treafon with which the people of this country were alarmed at 
the commencement of it ; and as the prefent reign had been 
remarkable for mildnefs in this refpeft„ not one a£k having 
been declared to be treafon that was not fo by the ancient law 
of the land, now Minifter^ feemcd, as it were, to make up 
for that remi^nefs, and to declare many things to be treafon 
which were in themfelves innocent^ His Lordfhip then took 
up the general nature of tlie bill as it applied to ancient law, 
and maintained that it was repugnant to the fundamental prin- 
ciples of that law. He agreed with ihofe who dated it was 
neceffary we fhould ufe our utmoft endeavours to bring the 
prefent war to a conclufion — a war which he was fo far from 
thinking politic, juft, or neceflary, that he thought it unne- 
ceffary, and fuch as might eaflly have been avoided. He 
agreed, however, that we ought to ufe our beft endeavours to 
bring it as foon as poflible to a conclufion. The queftion 
would be, what means (hould we take to bring about fb defira- 
ble an end ? for this he was clearly convinced the prefent bill 
was not adapted ; none of its provifions would have that ef- 
kSt. Here his Lordfhip took notice of the feveral parts of thjs 


A. 1793* DEBATES. . 16} 

bill, and the firft part that excited attention was the claure rc- 
fpeding the inrurance of ihips. He maintained that the 
whole principle of this claufe was repugnant to the real com- 
mercial intereft of this country, for that others would take the 
bufinefs up as we abandoned it^ and the large profits which 
oiir merchants had hitherto been accuftomed to make, and by 
which, as a nation, we had benefited fo much, would in all 
probability be loft to us for ever ; for all who knew any thing 
of the nature of commerce, knew that when once it was dU 
verted, it was difficult to reftore it. to its former channel. 
America, for inftance, the inoft flourifhihg country the fun 
had ever (hone upon, would take up the bufinefs of infurance, 
which that bill declared to be treafon for * us to purfue, and 
who would be anfwerable for our being able, at the end of the 
war, to refume that trade.' This was not all, for feveral 
other parts of Europe had now become acquainted with this 
mode of commerce ; nay, he* had good reafon to know that 
all Europe would foon adopt it ; and he knew alfo that Swe- 
den and Denmark were about to become an armed neutrality, 
for the purpofe of profiting by the trade which we were about 
to lofe by the wifdom of the pre/ent bill. Bift he muft again 
recall to their Lordfhips' mind the e(Fe<5t of fuch meafures, and 
the danger of allowing the channel of our commerce to be in- 
tern^pted, and its courfe to be diverted. By the prefent mea- 
fure he was fure emigrations would take place ; he had reafon 
to know that many had been already meditated. Had their 
Lordfliips ^ny idea of what might be the efFeft of thefe emi* 
grations ? Did they refledl on the progrefs of America by fuch 
emigrations ? Did they refledt that a man went from this 
country at forty years of age to the province of Pennfylvania, 
where ^he found only a few favages, and that before the death 
of his fon the number of perfons there amounted to one hun- 
dred thoufand, and that at this moment they were nearly four 
hundred thoufand ? Did they refle6l what would be loft tothis 
country upon Intereft, upon demurrage, and upon other parts 
of commerce, which would be afFedled by the claufe refpedl- 
ing infurarice ? All thefe things we owed to the great wifdom 
of our Minifters, who had determined upon taking care of the 
interefts of this country, by purfuing a plan for the utter de- 
firuftion of the French* All our happinefs depended, and our 
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fafety, it fecmedy upoa the hertBetically fcaliilg up twe&ty^fiat 
aaiUions of men ; the liberal, humane idea of ftarviiig twenty* 
fix millions of our fellow creatures, was that upon whidi we 
were to build our pro(perity. This was as fooUih as it was 
inhuman ; and as well might we think of offering the Royait 
Society a premium for inventing a balloon for blowing them 
aU up. The authors of this bill had a different way of think** 
ing from ^all the bed Minifters this country ever knew ; at 
lead they purfued plans very different from all others - They 
were wifer than Lord Godolphin ; they were wifer than Lord 
Chathan^; they were wifer than Mr. Pelliam ; they were 
wifer than Lord Mansfield ; they were wifer than Mr. G#en«> 
ville ; in Ihorti the preient Adminiftration might well be called 
the w^onder of the world ! His Lordfiiip then took notice of 
the danger there would be to this country of emigration to 
Afneiica, and iaid^ he wifbed to remind Adminiilration of 
thefe thingS) and to remind' the Public too, that, as foon as the 
abfurd prejudice which had been created againft the French 
upon quefiions of religion and fpeculative points, with which 
we had nothing to do, nor upon their internal regukitioa, we 
might return to common fenfe, and to fee the points npoa. 
which our real interefls turned. Thdfe, great and extenfive 
as they were, yet were not all the points of objection he had 
to the bill. It aflfbfted the liberty and the property of every in- 
dividual in this couritry in a great and violent degree. With 
refpeS to property, he did not fee what Adminiftration had to da 
with it ; and he defied them to (hew their right to meddle with 
it; and for the other, it ought to be always facred, except in 
cafes of the moft extreme neceflity. Policy required this as' 
well as juftice, for it was effential to the intereft of a ftate that 
its fubjeds (honld be fatisfied with the means an adminiftra- 
tion adopted for the public fafety, and more particularly in all 
fteps taken upon the law of treafon. Here his Lord&ip took 
notice of the opinion of Mr. Juftice Foftcr, who recom!mended 
mildnefs and gentlenefs, and not feverity and rigour^ upon all 
conftru£tions of the law of treafon. There were other autho- 
rities that might be quoted to the fame efFeft, as an inflance of 
which his Lordfliip read the preamble of the adl of William 
and Mary. . But the great queftion was this, What were ym 
purfuing thefe reftridions for i To. fupport the, piefent war 
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wai: which lie thought at its commencement, and thought 
ftill, unjuft and unnecefTary, but which he would fupport 
while he thought there was any probability we ihould brii^ 
it to a conclufion ; but he, begged leave to fay, that in this rc- 
tpt6i he was not fuch an enthufiafl as to fupport every meafure 
which the madnefs of an Adminiftratioh might lead them to 
adopt. He certainly recommended moderation to them. He 
fhould pay the taxes that might be impofed upon him, and pay 
obedience to the laws, but he Ihould take every opportunity 
that came in his way of telling that Houfe and the Public what 
he thought upon public meafures *; and upon this he niuft de- 
clare, that he had no idea that the meafure which Miqifters 
were now purfuing would put an end to this war. For what 
was this war continued on our part ? We were told at the 
beginning of this feflion of Parliament, that we muft affift our 
allies the Dutch, though they never called upon us fo to do. 
We were told again, that the French muft be driven from their 
conquefts, and that they muft retire within their ancient li- 
mits : they were driven from their conquefts, and confined to 
their own territories. What other oSje<Jl had we in view i 
Why not now reft upon our arms ? Why might we not imi* 
tate the declaration of the Prince of Saxe Cobourg, greatly to 
hi^honour, if he meant to keep it, greatly to his diihonour, 
if he meant to abandon it ? Was it becoming the Englifh 
charaAer to adopt the language of the Duke of Brunfwick ) 
He muft again fay, that we had nothing farther to do. We 
had already fpent fix millions of money upon this war. If 
the Dauphin ihould afcend the throne, as he hoped he would, 
Ihould we have our expence returned to us for the farther pro- 
fecution of this war ^ What then was the objed of the farther 
profeoKion of the war ? Was there to be a -new divifion rf 
Europe ? a thing very difficult to be effefted ; and, when cf- 
fe^d, he doubted whether we could be gainers. Was there 
any other power to be aggrandifed ? Was Auftria to have 
more dominion ? and if fo, what were to be our gsuns by fuch 
a meafure ? Here .his Lordfhip pointed out the probable ruin 
of our commerce, if we purfued this plan. Had their Lord* 
(hips, he alked, lately attended to the Gazette ; did they fee 
the frightful lift of infolvents there? He then enumerated 
many pactict^lars. of thefe infolvencies in various parts of the 
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kingdom, and obferved, that he was in hopes we might profit 
by refle£ling on the American war, in which feventy millions 
of money had been exhaufted by Minifters, contrary to their 
own principles at the commencement of the war. He faid he 
fhould do all in his power to bring this war to a conclufion on 
' our part, and Ihould never countenance a meafurc that tended 
to prolong it, as it was a war tiizt only tended to heap calamity 
on calamity. 

The Earl of DARNLEY was in fupport of the general 
principle of the bill, but thought that fome amendment might 
be made to it in the Committee. He added, that he was con- 
vinced it would- be impoflible to treat with the French while 
they had their prefent force, or any thing like their prefent 
form of Government. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE complimented the noble" 
Marquis upon the full and able manner in which he had en- 
tered on the difctiffion of this fubje6l, and maintained that 
nothing could be more dangerous and alarming than the 4^^* 
trine of the nobl^ Lord who fpoke laft, that it would be im- 
poflible to treat with France while any thing like the prefent 
form of government exifted there ; his Lordftiip was decidedly 
of opinion that we (hould, and eventually muft, treat with 
thofe who have the power of government, be they who they 
may. He warned the Houfe of the danger of afFefting con- 
tempt for thofe who exercife the Government of France : it 
was an eafy thing to abufe Condorcet, or any other Member 
of the Convention. He remembered very well when in ano- 
ther Houfe of Parliament a great afFeded contempt was 
thrown upon thofe who were then called Hancock and his 
crew, but that doArine coft this country much treafure, the 
ciFe£t of which we feel pretty fevercly at the prefent moment. 
His Lordfliip then took up the principle of the bill, and the 
various claufes alfo, and argued from both, becaufe he faid 
that each claufe had of itfelf a principle. He maintained the 
injufticc, incfficacy, and the impolicy of the whole of it as a 
mafs, and the tyrannical nature of feveral of the claufes in 
particular. He made feveral obfervations on it, as it would be 
. injurious to the fale of any of our commodities abroad, and 
was pointedly fevere on that part which had been taken in the 
progrefs of the bill as it aifefled cloth. He quoted the autho-» 
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rity of Lord Mansfield in a fpeech which He delivered in the 
year 1747? in the Houfe of Comnions, wpon the fubjeft of 
infurance, and agreed with the fubftance of that able fpeech. 
His Lordfhip quoted alfo the opinion of Mr. Juftice Black- 
ilone upon confpiracies and plots, in which he fays, that 
alarms of falfe plots and confpiracies were always the props of 
a wicked adminiftration. Thefe obfervations applied to the 
prefent bill with great force. His Lordfhip concluded with 
diflenting from this bill altogether. 

Lord PORCHESTER entered into the principle of the bill, 
and in a fpeech of cohfiderable length fupported it. 

The Duke of PORTLAND faid, he (hould not oppofc 
the commmitment of the bill, becaufe he thought the Com- 
mittee the proper ftage for corredllng feveral parts of it, that 
appeared highly objediionable. He difapproved, in particu- 
lar, of making the agreeing to do certain afts equally crimi- 
nal with the afts themfelves. But his principal rcafon for rif- 
ing on this occafiori, was to fay, that with refpefl to the bill, 
and all other meafures, he woulJ, in perfect confiflency with 
his former declarations, give a fair and honourable fupport to 
the war, becaufe'he thought it both juft and necelFary. This 
he (hould do from no timidity, unlefs zeal for the prefervation 
of the £on(litution could be called timidity. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, he (hould not prefe his 
oppolition to the commitment of the bill, as mod of his objec- 
tions could be made with equal propriety in that ftage, or on 
the third reading, although he had but little hope of feeing 
them removed. 

The queftion was put and carried. 

The bill was ordered to be committed to-morrow. 

Adjourned. 

Tuefday^ i6th April. 

In a Committee of Privileges, 

Refolved, That it did not appear to the Committee that 
Lord Caftleftewart, claiming the title of Lord Ochiltree, had 
made out his right to that title. 

Rejefted the vote of Lord Lindores as bad. 

Suftained the right of Sir James Sinclair of Mey (now Earl 
of Caithnefs} to vote at the laft eleftion of the Peers of Scot- 
land* 
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The order of the day being read for going into a Committee 
of the whole Houfe on the Traiterous Correfpondence bill. 
Lord Walfingham took his feat at the table^ and the clerk 
proceeded to read the bill. At that part of the firft claufe 
which enaSs, that " if any perfon refiding or being in Grezt 
Britain, fhall knowingly and wilfully, &c. agree to fell," &c. 
The Earl of GUJLDFORD propofcd an amendment, by 
omitting the word ** agree," and fubftituting, in its place, 
the words, '* make any agreement in writing." His Lord* 
ihip faid, that although he could, by no means, approve of 
that part of the claufe in any fhape, yet he would not prefs the 
total omiffion of it, but only that it (hould not extend to ver- 
bal agreements, which he thought would be highly dangerous 
and unjuft. 

The Duke of MONTROSE oppofed the amendment, and 
fiated that, in his opinion^ it would totally defeat the intent 
and objeft of the prefent bill, becaufe the prohibitions and pe- 
nalties of the bill would not attach, either where the agreement 
was not reduced into writing, or where fuch writing, if it ex- 
ifted, could be kept out of fight. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE fpoke ftrongly in favour of 
the amendment, and faid, he trufted that noble Lords on the 
other fide of the Houfe would meet a fubjeft of this impor- 
tance with fair and rational argument ; and would not think 
it right, or decent, to truft to the force of a majority, and to 
drown the voice of reafon. Here his Lordfliip Was called to 
order by 

Lord SYDNEY, who faid with fome warmth, that it was 
furely, in a high degree, diforderly to fuppofe, that that Houfe 
would drown the force of reafon, by the force of a majority. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE explained, that he had not 
faid, nor did he believe that it was poflible the Houfe would do 
fo ; but only, that, if thofe noble Lords, who fupported the 
prefent bill, fliould preferve a ftubborn filence, inftead of 
coming forward to a fair difcuffion upon argument, fuch con-* 
du6): would naturally appear to proceed from an indecent confix 
dence in the fupport of a majority. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that the noble Duke 
(Montrofe) had not certainly fpoken at much length, but tho 
argument he had made ufe of appeared to him, ftrong, c^^ 
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ahddeciflv^ ; vie. Thdt by sidopting the amendment, theivhote 
purpbfe of the prefent bill would be defeated. His I/ordflup 
thbn proceeded to (late, that it was a matter fixed and fettled 
in theexiftihg law of treafon> that treafonable words might be 
the AibjeA of an indi&ment, and might conftitute an ov^ 
aA of treafon, under each of the general claufes of the a£t of 
Edward III. He did not by this mean, that general expreC* 
Sons, or verba jd^antiay but words fpoken with the deliberate 
purpofe of countera&ing any of the prohibitions of that ila*- 
tute, by compafllng the King's death, or aiding and abettit^ 
the King's enemies, &c. The nolile Lord (Lauderdale) had 
ftated, that the bill applied to fore^ners refident in this coun- 
try, and tiiat words fpc^en by them might be pti:uliarly liabk 
to miiconception and mifconftruftion. This mij^t perhaps 
kid to a difficulty* of convidion, from the doubt it might leave 
in the minds of a Jury, but' it appeared to him tx> affinrdno ob« 
jedion againft the provifion in the bill whidi was ndW'dbje£U 
ed to, and he would therefore oppofe the atkendment. 

Lord THURLOW agreed entirely with all that hadbesn 
faidy in the progrefs of this bill, as to tlie neceffity of prefe- 
cuting the war with vigour, and of ufing every proper means 
to diftiiefs, during its continuance, that. enemy whichhad ua- 
juftly forced us into it. His Lordfliip entered into a long and 
learned hiftory of the law of treafon, and (aid that, on parti- 
cular emerganciesy it was no doubt proper to declare, by a 
particular ena£lment, what fpecific a£ts would fall under the 
general terms of the a6): of Edward the Third ; but it appeared 
to him that this ought to have been done in a much more 
fimple form than had been adopted by the framers of the pre- 
fent bill. Nothing was more important than certainty and 
precifion in the definition of crimes, particularly of crimes to 
which the penalties of treafon were to be annexed ; becaufe , 
nothing could be more unjuft, or more abhorrent to the prin- 
ciples of liberty, than to leave any doubt or uncertainty in a 
matter of this kind. The firft claufe of the bill appeared to 
him to be all that was neceiTary, and he objefbed to it in its 
prefent form, as much too lolig and too intricate ; at any rate, 
the addition of the words ** knowingly and wilfully," in fe- 
veral parts of the claUfe where they were at prefent omitted. 
Would be indifpenfably neceiTary. His Loxd£bip ftated, that. 
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in profecutioRS for treafon under the afl: of Edward III. it is 
neceflary to charge, in the indiftment againft the prifoner, 
fome one of the treafons generally defined in that aft, as the 
cpmpaflingiihe King's death, levying war againft the King, or 
aiding and comforting the King's enemies. It is alfo nccef- 
fary to ftate the particular fafts charged as overt afts of that 
treafon — the Court determine whether the overt a£ls charged 
amount to the crime of treafon ; and afterwards it ftill remains 
with the Jury to fatisfy thcmfelves from all the circumftances, 
whether thefe overt aSs were done with a treafonable purpofe 
and intent. His Lord (hip faid it was no doubt true, that 
words fpoken with the view of exciting another to compafs the 
death of the King, would amount to an overt a£t of treafon, 
under that branch of the ftatute ; but he denied that words could 
be deemed to be an overt a£t of treafon, under either of the 
other branches of it, as to levying war againft the King, or 
aiding and abetting the King's enemies. 

Lord KENYON fpoke in favour of the bill, and againft 
the amendment. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid a few words, importing 
that the great objedion he had to this part of the bill, was, 
that it was not left to the Jury to decide quo animo the fa£l 
might be committed. 

After which the queftion was. put on Lord Guildford's 
amendment, and negatived without a divifion. 

The Eari of LAUDERDALE ftated, that the claufe, as 
it flood, would prevent the exportation of any of the prohi-*- 
bited articles to any part of France, which might even happen 
to come into the pofleffion of this country ; for inftance, if we 
fhould take Dunkirk, it would be in the power of His Ma- 
jefty to grant a monopoly to particular nierchants. To re- 
medy this, his Lordfliip propofed an amendment by leaving 
out the word * or.' 

The Earl of GRAHAM (Duke of Montrofe) fpoke againft 
the amendment, which was negatived without a divifion. 

Earl STANHOPE ftated the high importance to the coun- 
try of paying the ftri&eft attention to public credit, and to the 
fecurity of the public creditor. He faid, that as the claufe 
nowftood, an Italian refidingin France, andliaving property 
in the funds here^ would have no modq left c^ receiving his 
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dividends, except by bills of exchange, the negociation of 
which would be rendered- imprafticable-by the operation of the 
bill : He therefore moved an amendment, to leave out the fol- 
lowing words, ** or any note or bill, notes or bills of the Go- 
vernor and Company of the Bank of England, or any gold or 
filver bullion, or any" gold or filver coin, either being coin of 
this kingdom,, or of any other country," 

Lord GREN VILLE admitted the high importance of every 
thing that regarded the public credit of the country ; but in- 
fifted that the public creditor, who might be refident in France, 
was not put, by the operation of the prefeht bill, into any 
other fituation than was the necelfary confcquerice of the wajr 
betwixt the two countries. 

The queftion being put on Earl Stanhope's amend^nent, it 
was negatived without a divifion. 

Earl MANSFIELD approved of tho general principle of 
the bill as juftified by the prefent circumllances, and entered 
at fome length into the law of nations, fo far as regarded 
the efFefts of a ftate of hoftility with refpedl to the fubjefls of 
the refpeflive countries engaged in war : He approved of all 
the prohibitions contained in the firft claufe of the bill, but 
objefted to the omiffibn of woollen goods, as he faid he be- 
lieved the French were very much in want of cloathing for 
their army ; and he concluded with moving that the words, 
** woollen goods^," fliould be inferted. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that was a fubjeft 
which had been much attended to by the framers of the bill ; 
jand, if any mode of expreffion could have been devifed which 
would have prevented the fupply of the Frenc|;i army with the 
articles alluded to', and which would not go to prevent their be- 
ing fent to the ufe of private individuals, fo as to carry the ope- 
ration of the bill in this refpedt much too far, he would cer- 
tainly be happy to meet the ideas of the noble Earl : but after 
the moft ferious attention he could beftow upon it,^ it did not 
occur to him that this could be done. As to the prohibition 
with refpeft to boots and (hoes, there was this material diftinc- 
tion betwixt thefe articles. and woollen goods j that, from the 
high price of leather in this country, they had never formed 
aof article of export to France ; and if they Were to do fo now, 
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it could only originate from the prefTure of the prefcnt mo« 
tnent, requiring a fupply on any terms. 

Earl MANSFIELD declared himfelf fatisfied widi this ex- 
planation, and withdrew his motion. 

On that part of the claufe which declares, that every perfon 
offending againft the prohibitions therein contained, ^^ being 
thereof lawfully convifted or attainted, &c. (iiall fuffer death 
as in cafes of high treafon in counterfeiting the King's mo- 
ney." 

The Earl of GUILDFORD mentioned that, on this part 
of the claufe, he thought it right to ftate his intention of mov- 
ing an amendment, for the purpofe of extending the benefit of 
the ftatute of the 7th of King William, to perfons brought 
to trial for offences againft the indictments of the prefent bill. 

Earl SPENCER, declared his entire approbation of the ge* 
neral principle of the bill, and that he had promifed and would 
give to His Majefty's Minifters a fair and honourable fupport^ 
in the profecution of the war into which we had been dragged 
"by the French, whofe principles were deflruftive of all regular 
Government ; yet he conjured the noble Lords who fupported 
the prefent billy to recolleft that they profefled the fupport and 
prefervation of the Conftitutlon ; and that they were therefore 
peculiarly called upon to be watchful againft giving a mortal 
ilab toBritifh liberty. This, he thought, would be at ieafl in 
great danger of being done, by excluding perfons brought to 
trial under this a£t ; and feeling this fo flrongly as he did, if 
the exclufion of this benefit was perdfled in, he muft unwil- 
lingly give his negative to the whole of the bill. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, he was furc their 
Lordfhips muft have felt a deep imprefiion from what had fal- 
len from the noble Earl whofpoke laft, and faid he had no ob- 
je£libn to go into his idea, although it had been generally unr- 
derftood that the benefit of the ftatute of King William was 
only meant to extend where corrup^lor; of blood took place. 

The firft claufe, as amended* was then agreed to, anditwsi 

underflood that a claufe fuf gcfted by the Duke of Norfolk, 

making an exception of cutlery ware, ihould be afterwardk 

drawn up, and introduced. On the fecond claufe, 

Xbe Earl of KINNOUL lok, and, in a fpeech of Qonfjt 
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dcrable length, objeacd to that and to all the remaining claufci 
of the bill, as unneceffary and impolitic. 

Lord HAWKESBURY ftated, that this claufe in particu* 
lar, appeared to him the moft important in the whole bill. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE moved, to omit the wordi 
** any perfon" in the beginning of the claufe, and to infert 
'* any fubjefb of His Majefty," which was agreed to. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE propofed another amendment 
for the purpofe of limiting the prohibition to lands adually ii| 
the poffeflion of the exifting Government of France, which 
was oppofed by Lord Grenville and Lord Sydney, and nega* 
tived without a divifion. 

On the latter part of the claufe — ** If any perfon being % 
fubjeft of His Majefty, and out of His Majefty's dominions^ 
ihall, &c. &c. and (hall afterwards voluntarily return,, or com« 
to Great Britain, &c." 

The; Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, the operation of theft 
words was to legiflate indireftly for Iriflimen. If, for inftancc, 
an Irifhman not now in His Majefty's dominions, ihould do 
any of the afts prohibited in ^he claufe, he might return to Ire- 
land as an inndcent man ; but if he prefumed to fet foot in 
England, he became guilty of treafon, although he had vio- 
^ latcd no law which as an Irifh fubjeft he was bound to know. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, the claufe had been drawn with 
particular care to avoid the appearance of legiflating for Ires- 
land ; and as it was not to be fuppofed that the Irifh Parlia^- 
ment would differ in opinion from the Britifh Parliament on 
the fubjeft of the bill, the noblf Lord's objeftion would foon. 
be done away. 

The claufe being gone through. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he (hould move an amend- 
ment on the report, unlefs a provifo to the fame effeft were 
introduced in the Committee, to prevent the bill operating as 
an expofl fa6to law. 

Earl STANHOPE objeaed to the whole claufe, which, 
in his opinion, (hewed that Minifters had involved us in a war 
on the prcfumption that the whole refources of the French 
confifted in the lands which they had declared national pro- 
perty, and that if the immediate fale of thofe lands was dop- 
ed, their refources muft be flopped alfo. Nothing couW br 

A 41% 


,go PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

mare erroneous ; for it was obvious, that whether the lands 
were immediately faleable or not, they could avail themfelves 
of the value, by ifliiing paper to the amount of it. 

The four following claufes were gone through without any 

debate. . 

On that which enads that any of the offences committed . 
out of the kingdom may be inquired of, and tried in any coun- 
ty of the kingdom ; Lord Grenville, to give time for confider- 
ing feme of the amendments that had been fuggefted, moved 
that the Chairman report progrefs and aflc leave to fit again to- 

morrow. 
• The Chairman reported progrefs accordingly, and the Houfc 

adjourned. 

Wednejdayy I'-jih AprlL 

Before evidence was examined at the bar, on the fubjea o( 

the flavc trade. 

The Bifhop of St. DAVID's rofe, and made fome remarks 
on that fubjefl. His Lordftiip mentioned a pamphlet, writtea 
by a Mr. Collins, er\titled, " Confiderations on the Emanci- 
pation of Slaves, and the Aboliiion of the Slave Trade." His 
Lordfliip hoped • to convince the Houfe, and particularly a 
noble Duke (the Duke oi Clarence) of the juftice and force of 
the arguments ufed by the author of this pamphlet ; and af- 
firmed, that Mr. Ramfay, who had been mentioned in the 
courfe of th&- debate, was, to his knowledge, being Vicar of a 
parifh near his LordQiip, a man of the greatefl veracity, in- 
tegrity, and benevolence. His Loi-dlhip could not conceive 
why Mr. Collins had coupled the emancipation of negroes and ^ 
the abolition of the flave trade together, as he was of opinion 
that the firft would.be impolitic, as well as the greateft misfor- 
tune that could befall them. He only would avail himfelf of 
the arguments in favour of the abolition. 

The Duke of CLARENCE obferved, that being in St. 
Kitt's in 1776 and 1777? it was univerfally known that Mr. 
Ramfay ufed his negroes more feverely than any other perfon. 
This was firmly believed by every perfon with whom His Royal 
Highnefs has had an opportunity to converfe.. 

Evidence was then called to the bar, and examined^ 

The Bifliop of St. DAVID's alkedthc evidence (Mr. Milcj) 
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whether he had ever known any mafter of (laves in the Weft 
Indies brought to trial for the murder of his flaves ? 

The Duke of CLARENCE rofe, atidobferved, that if the 
reverend and learned Prelate had paid 3fi much attention to the 
evidence that had been offered in that Houfe as elfewhere, he 
would not have put the queftion. His Royal Highnefs read 
fome a£ls of the Aflembly at Jamaica, which forbade, ,under 
fcvere penalties, even the ijl treatii^g of a flave. His Royal 
Highnefs therefore moved, for the honour of humanity, and 
the charafter of that refpeftable clafs of men, the planters ia 

1 

the Weft Indies, that the queftion of the learned Prelate ftiould 
be refcinded. 

Earl STANHOPE feconded the motion. 

The Biftiop of St. D AVID's declared he meant no refle6Uoii 
on the Weft-India planters ; upon which. 

The Duke of CLARENCE did not prefs his motion. 

The farther confideration of the flave trade was adjourned. 

The order of the day being read, and the Houfe having gone 
into a Committee on the Traitorous Correfpondence.bill, Lord 
Cathcart toqk his feat at the table, and the clerk proceeded to 
read the remaining claufes of the bill. ' 

On that part of the 7th claufe which enaSs, that any" offence 
againft the aft committed within Scotland, ** may be alledged, 
&c.' either before the Court of Jufticiary at Edinburgh, or in 
any of the Circuit Courts in that part of the united kingdom," 

The Eari of LAUDERDALE expreflfed a doubt, that from 
the manner in which this part of the claufe was expreffed, an 
offence committed at Invernefs, might be tried not only before 
the Court of Jufticiary at Edinburgh, or the Circuit Court at 
Invernefs,' but even at Air, or Jedburgh, or at any other of 
the Circuit Courts. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR ftated, that by the peculiar 
eonftitutipn of the Court of Jufticiary in Scotland, crimes could 
only be tried either before the Circuit Court held for tlie par- 
ticular diftrift where the crime happened to be committed, or 
before the Court of Jufticiary at Edinburgh. 

On that part of the fame claufe.>vhich enafts, that '* every 
perfon or perfons, &c,, accufeddr impeached of any ofFeiice, 
made or declared to be treafon by this aft, fhall or may be in- 
diftcd, arraigned, tried, convifted, or attainted by fuch-like 
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evidence, and in fuch manner andforai, as now are, or may, 
&c. be had or ufed againft any offender or oiFenders for coun* 
lerfeitingthq King's money,** 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, that their Lonlfliipshad 
How come to that part of the bill, to which the amendment 
would apply, which he had mentioned to the Committee jtf- 
terday his intention to propofe : the difcuffion which then took 
place, ana the effect it had produced, afforded him the mcrfl (in« 
cere fatisfaftion ; he knew how ftrong an impreffion the ner- 
irous eloquence, and manly patriot! fm of the noble Ejarl near 
him (Earl Spencer) muft have made on the minds of all their 
Xordfliips ; and he would not therefore go over the argument 
which had been fo well and ftrongly inforced, but would only 
Inove that the part of the claufe juft read ihould be omitted, in 
order to give room for introducing fome proper claufe, to ex- 
tend the benefit of the aft of the 7th of King William to per* 
fons tried for offences made or declared to be treafon by th« 
prefent a6l. 

Lord GRENVILLE flated feveral reafons which Indaced 
thofe by whom the prefent bill had been framed, to confider 
that there was not the fame ground for extending the benefit ci 
the aft of the 7th of King William to perfons brought to trial 
for the fpecifk offences declared to be treafon by this aft, as to 
perfons brought to trial for treafon under any of the general dc- 
fcriptions of treafon in the aft of Edward IIL He did not, 
however, .ftate this, as meaning in any (hape to oppofe the 
amendment now propofcd ; he felt the flrongeft impreffion from 
the warmth of conftitutional attachment, which the noble Earl 
(Spencer) had expreffed on the preceding evening, fo elo- 
quently and emphatically, and he felt the weight that was juftly 
due to any thing that came from that noble Earl : he conceived 
it to be the duty, at the prefent crifis, of thofe who condufted 
the affairs of this country, to ufe every means of cementing the 
union of thofe, who, however they might differ on minute 
points, had in view only one great objeft, the prefervation of 
the conftitution and the general welfare of their country. Ho 
for one would have been ready at fiich a time, and for fuch a 
purpof^, or concede a matter of much greater importance 
than he cpnfidered this to be,^ and in doing fo, he ihould not 
conceive that he cnade an unworthy conceffion* He wouid^ 
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}iowever, fubinit to the noble Earl (Guildford) that k might b^ 
right to attach corruption of blood to trcafons committed igainft 
the preient bill, in the view of extending to thofe brought to 
uial for offences againft it, the benefit of the ad of th^ 7th ef 
King William. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD Ikid, he would not objeft li» 
this proposition . 

Earl SPENCER exprefled his thanks to the noble Seci^arp 

of State, for the candid manner in which tie had treated tho 

fubjeft; he felt, in the ftrongeft manner, the compUmenf: 

much more than hedeferved, which had been perfonally paid to 

himfelf ; and he felt a dill greater fatisfadion in the adoption 

of the amendment propofed by his noble friend near him, (Eari. 

of Guildford) towhomhisbeft thanks were alfo due, for bringing 

forward that amendment. He concluded with faying, that he 

trufted neither their Lordfliips, nor the country, would ever 

have caufe to regret, that, on the prefent occafion, they had 

followed that rule which had juftly influenced the condud of 

the beft and wifeft of our anccftor^, Noiumus leges Angliamu^ 
tarL 

It was then agreed to go through the bill in the Committee, 
and to delay till the report the amendments propofed by the 
Earl of Guildford, and any others which might be thought 
proper. 

After which, the remaining claufes of the bill were gone 
through, and fome trifling alterations made ; and the Houfe 
being refumed, the report was ordered to be received to-inor<^ 
row. Adjourned, 

Thurfdajy lith April. 

Lord CATHCAB.T brought up the report of the Commit- 
tee of the whole Houfe on the Traitorous Correfpondence bill, 
which was agreed to. 

After which it was propofed^ as an amendment, on the re*-, 
port, to include among the articles prohibited by die bill, all 
woollen cloathing, and other articles of cloathing, for the uf^ 
of the troops, fleets, &c. employed by the perfons exercifing^ 
or who fliall excrcife, the powers of Government in France, 
the pcffons felling, fupplying, or delivering the fame, know- . 
kg that they were intended for the ufe of fuch troops, &c.-^ 
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And aa attempt was alfo propofcd, to attach corruption- of 
blood to the treafons made or declared by the faid a£b^ and an- 
other to allow the benefit of the ftatute of 'the 7th of King 
William to perfons brought to trial for fuch treafons. 

Thefe amendments, with fome others^ were agreed to, and 
the bill, with the amendments, ordered to be printed, and to 
l>e read a third time on Monday next, and the Lords to he fum« 
fnofied. \ 

Lord WALSINGHAM prefented a petition from Mf. Haf- 
tings, of which the following is a copy : 

** That your petitioner once more makes his appeal, in the hope 
that it will be his laft, to the juftice of your Lordlhi^s ; that he for- 
bears to ftate the too-well known hardfhips of his cafe, or the groundf 
on which he moft folemnly alTcrts his beliefs that unlefs your Lord- 
fin ps, feeling as he feels, tht enormity of the delays nxjhichha've atferid" 
led bis long-protraBed trials (hall refoWe that it be brought to a con- 
duiion during this fcHion of Parliament, it will not in the ordinary 
and permitted x:ourfc be ended until the adjournment of another year* 
lliall have added to the chances of being concluded by other caufes 
than the hgal verdiSl of your LordQiips, which, your Lordfliips 
iiftvc been told, hy one of the Managers for the Profecution^ ntuji in* 
€*vif ally fall ivith infamy either on the head of your petitioner^ or on 
thofe vjho have confumed fo many years of your Lordjhips* attendance 
in labouring to prove their allegations againfl him. That although it 
may not be poffible for your petitioner to know the lime which may 
be deftincd to the duration of the, pre fen t felfion of Parliament, yet 
he cannot be infenfiblc to the reports which he has heard of th« 
ihort term which is affigncd to it ; and even its uncertainty is to hira 
a fburce of continual alarm. That as an humble individual, imprefled 
with the firmefl convidion ofyour Lordfliips' jufticc and humanity, 
he implores your Lordfhips to grant him that grace, which, as a 
Britijhfubje^^ he might demand as his undoubted birth-right^ the 
htntfitofundenied and undelayed jujlice \ and that your Lordfliips 
"will not leave him 2i Jingle exception to the reflof his fellow-fubjeak 
of this kingdom, whofe hearts atteft the wifdoni of its conftitution, 
and who boaft of the bleffings which they enjoy under it, bleffinga 
iR which he cannot be faid to participate, who having been the fub- 
yo^ oi 2^ criminal prof ecution during fix years^ is yet doomed to linger 
out his life in the fame unmerited ftate of deprellion, fufpenfe, and 
(hut for the breath of public opinion^ and the hopes of life fuftaining 
him) of univerfal and perpetual ignominy. 

*' Your petitioner therefore moft humbly and fervently prays 
your Lordfliips, on whoCc jujiice and honour he places his firmefl re- 
liance, to adopt fuch means as to your Lordfliips' wifdom may fecm 
beft calculated to accomplifh the end which your petitioner fo an^- 
ioufly folicits, namely, a clofe of this loug-^lepending trial during 
the prefent feffion of Parliament, 

(Signed) Warhen Hastin^9. 

April i^, J793. 
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Monday y 22d ApriL 

The or^er of the day being read for the third reading of the 
Traitorous Correfpondence bill, 

Earl STANHOPE propofed a claufe to be added to the bill. 
The purport of the claufe was, to provide that nothing in the 
' prefent bill (hotild extend, or be conftrued to extend, to any 
money in the funds, or the payment of its intereft. Or to any 
debt lawfully incurred before the pafling of the aS, belonging 
toany perfon refiding in France. His Lordfliip faid, that this 
claufe appeared to him to be founded in juftice, fo plain in 
words, and fo neceflary for the prefervation of public faith in 
our commercial dealings, that he fliould abftain from making 
any comment upon it. He then moved, ** That this claufe be 
now received." 

The claufe being read from the Woolfack, 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid, he did not wifli that the pub* 
lie faith in the, funds of this cpuntry fhould be in any degree 
diminilhed ; but the prefent bill was a neceflary meafure, and 
he apprehended that if the claufe now propofed (hould be adopt- 
ed, the whole tenor of the bill would be changed. There 
Teemed tp him to have been a miftake entertaiped by the noble 
Lord as to the extent of the public pledge to foreigners, or 
fubjedls of this realm living abroad, and to the mode of remit- 
ting to them the intereft of their money in the funds, or the 
purchafe money for their (Capital. Unqueftionably all money, 
&c. either at the Bank or the Exchequer, was by law to be 
paid in the current coin of this realm, but there the rcfponfi- 
bility ends ; for as to the remittance of that money into any 
foreign country, 'and efpecially one at war with this, there was 
no public pledge whatever ; money in that cafe was fubjeft to 
the perils of all property in its paflage from one country to 
another in time of war. This claufe, as it appeared to him, 
had a tendency to alter the colour of the vthole bill, and thene"- 
fore he felt himfelf bound to oppofe it. 

Earl STANHOPE defended the claufe, and pointed out the 
hard(hips under which the proprietors in our funds living abroad 
would labour. They would have no aftion againft their agents 
hftre, if they fent a bill of exchange which was npt honoured, 
nor was he fure that if thefe agents a^d truly to their truft* 
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they might not incur the penalties of high treafon, as defined* 
iy the prefent bill. He again intreated their Lordihips to re- 
ffeft on the facrednefs of public faith before they agreed to re- 
je£l this claufe^ and the dreadftil fituatioti in which they would 
place the proprietor of funds lining abroad, by kavinghim en- 
tirely without any remedy againft malverfation of his own 
agent, for the agent's right, to receive the money, and rcfufal 
to ti^nfmit it ; this reminded him of the cafe of a man who 
complained of being ftarving in prifon, and when told that hi« 
agent had received money for his ufe, replied, that was very 
true, but that he fhould never be the better for that while there 
were iron bars between him and that agent. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that the anfwer giveo 
by the noble Lord to the noble Earl who had propofed the 
claufe in queftion, appeared to him to be wholly inadequate. — 
His LordQiip maintained, that all the capital laid out in our 
funds by foreigners, was much to our advantage, and that there- 
fore we ought to give that pradice all the encouragement in 
our power. The bill now before the Houfe, without fuch a 
claufe as that now propofed> would tend to defeat that obje£t. 
Indeed foreigners would be deceived in the ideas they had hi- 
therto entertained of the charafter of the Britifli Parliament, if 
this claufe was rejefted ; for they had always thought this 
country would obferve the ftrifteft faith with regard to the pay- 
ment of all debts due to them. How was this to be verified, if 
fome meafure of a nature fimilar to the prefent claufe was not 
adopted. The medium of bills of exchange would appear to 
he very inadequate, when it was confidered that all commerce 
between the two countries was to be at an end. His Lordfliip 
faid, that the preventing any fubjeft of this country from pur- 
chafing lands in France, was very unjuft, and, in his opinion, 
quite unneceflary ; but if the payment to foreigners, of any of 
their property ia the funds, was retarded, or in any degree ob- 
ftruSed^ we fliould fhake the fecurity which foreigners all 
thought they had for the regular payment of their demands upon 
us. He warned their Lordfliips of the danger which might 
follow, if care was not taken to provide againft thefe evils.. . 

Lord HAWI^ESBURY contended that this btil did not go 
as far as many others which had pafled in cafes of lefs emer* 
gency than the prefent. 


A. 1793- DEBATES. , 179 

The queftion being put, theclaufewas rejefted. 

On the queftion. That this bill do now pafs, 

ThcTEarl of GUILDFORD faid, that although the pre- 
fcnt bill had undergone many important amendments, yet it 
ftill contained too much of its original and ofoje£tionable matter 
for him to affent to its paffing, without dating his objeSions. 
His Lord(faip obferved, that words of themfelves had never by 
law been deemed treafon, and yet by one of the provifions of 
this bill, an agreement in words only was declared to be trea- 
fon ; he requefted their Lordihips to refleft upon the incon- 
liftency of making that an aft of treafon, which would not 
amount to a common agreement in any Court,in Weftminfter 
Hall. There was another obfervation whiqh he could not heip 
making, and which arofe, in his mind, from a fpeech which 
he heard from the Woolfack in the courfeof a former debate 
on this bill. That noble and learned Lord had faid, that not- 
withftanding all the provifions of the prefent bill, there ftill re- 
mained treafons under the aft of the a5th of Edward I IL—* 
Having no doubt of the legality of that opinion, he felt him- 
felf bound to obferve, that the lives of the fubjefts were put in 
great danger by this bill ; for a man of an ordinary underftand- 
ing would naturally take it for granted, that if a bill paffed, 
fpecifying certain afts to be treafon, all things not included in 
that bill were not treafon ; for this reafon, he fhould think it 
would be proper to infert a claufe, ftating, that no man fhould 
be convifted of treafon on any law except the prefent bill ; in* 
deed, he had feen nothing in the fituation of this country that 
called for any alteration of the law of treafon ; but if there 
was to be any alteration, it fhould be fuch as every man liable 
to fall a viftim to it might underftand. His Lordfhip added 
other obfervations, and faid, that the bill, in its prefent form, 
muft have his negative. 

Lord ABINGDON faid, in order that he might not give a 
liient vote upon this bill, he rofe to fay that it had his moft 
hearty concurirence ; as this or any other meafure whatever 
would have that could prevent, or had even a tendency to pre- 
vent, the importation and propagation of French principles 
into this country. Hisi Lordfhip faid he was born and bred, 
as his anceftors before him were, an Antigallican ; that he bad 
lived to be confif med in thefe principles, to find that they were 
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not falfely implanted in his mind, and to know, from expe- 
rience, that the old philofophy was better than the new. He 
ha;d been taught to confider France not only as the natural 
enemy of this country, but of all the world. Univerfal do- 
minion had ever been her aim. She tried it under a monar- 
chical, (he is now trying the fame thing under a republican, 
form of government. 'What ftie attempted under Louis XIV. 
fhe is now aiming at under Citizen Egalite ; the governments 
are different, but the objedl is the fame. He had learnt too 
that French liberty wobld he Englifh flavery ; and therefore 
he was not one of thofe that much wiflicd for French freedom ; 
for although a Chriflian, he was not fo good a one as to love 
bis neighbour better than himfelf. I have, thqtnk God, faid 
his Lordfhip, enough of that Roman amor pairia in my bo* 
fom, to prefer my own to any other country, and thus to fay 
with Pope ; 

** Friends, parents, neighbours, firft we do embrace, 
** Our country next, and then all human race." 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE faid, that difapproving 
entirely the principles of the bill, he did not think it right to 
make himfelf refponfible for the wording or alteration of any 
particular claufe. Thinking, as he did, of the bill, he was 
not furprifed to fee it require amendment upon amendment, 
and what was unufual, up to the very moment of its being 
palTed into a law. It increafed his apprehenfion not a little of 
the confequences, to fee a bill that might draw down the higheft 
vengeance of the State upon fuch a number of perfons who 
might, through caufes very inadequate, incur the higheft pu« 
niihment known to the law for crimes of a very inferior na- 
ture. He conceived the crime of high treafon ' to be a defig- 
nation which the law originally made to belong to the fafety of 
the perfon of the King, as the head of the Conftitution, 
whofe prefervation was the great bond of political foci^ty, and 
the only fafeguard againft blood atid confufion. 

That with this, view the vduntas pro fa£toy in cafe of the 
Crown onljf, was juft. That mifprifion of treafon, however 
liable to abufe, was equally to be admitted ; but the fame po- 
licy which made this legal and conftitutioaal*. to prcferve the 

perfon of tlie King, to preferve his liberty^ his entire freedom 
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of perfon^ and his exemption from all matter of reftraint, 
made it bad policy to extend it. Such had it been confidered 
for a length of, time, that to this day the hulband of a Queen 
Regent was not deemed to come within the a£l of Edward III. 
That applying high treafon in the prefent cafe was ahjuri^ 
degrading^ and fruitlefs. Th!at the experience of all agis^ 
countries^ and writers^ prove that punifhment out of meafurc 
was fure to produce impunity. The relaxation of laws always 
afife from the excefs, not the moderation, of punifliment. 
The (hameful (late of our prefent criminal law confirms it. 
Aik the Judges; ,a(k the Bar; a(k the Magiftrates ;. aik the 
Police ? Befides, it degraded the King to put the fafety of his 
life upon the footing of the lowed offences ; and that there 
could not 'be a more mifchievous principle than that which 
tended to diminifh the reverence which fubje£ts habitually had 
for the fovereign. What could be fo^abfurd as to put the fend- 
ing a pair ofsold boots to France upon a footing with the fafety 
of the King, or the payment of a taylor's bill with encom^ 
pafling the death of the fovereign ? Befides, it muft be fruit- 
lefs. Afk twenty of the moft eminent merchants in London, 
whether they are not perfeSly fure that there will not be want- 
ing thofe who will venture upon the export of any of thefe 
articles, fr^m which a commercial profit may he drawn, even 
in the very teeth of this law } Aik the India Company, deC- 
pots SiS they are, both out and in, whether they have been 
able to prevent the exportation of warlike ftores to the coun- 
try powers, even through the medium of* your own (hipping? 
They will tell you the famous anfvver made to one of their 
Chairmen, now dead and gone. The Chairman fays, " Mr. 
Such-a-one, ho'^' much did you gain by the warlike (lores you 
fentto fuch a nabob ?" The criminal anfwers, *' Not by ten 
per cent, fo much as you made by the cannon fent to fuch a 
nabob." But do Minifters confider how mankind would bear 
the fight of a poor man who might be convifted of fending, 
through motives of humanity, or what is, perhaps, more 
likely, might have become, through motives of want, the in- 
ftrumerit of fome merchant, who, for the fake of commer- 
cial profit, might fend a cargo of (lour from five to twenty 
leagues acrofs the Channel, dragged thrcugh the jirceis on a 
judge ^ the execuiiomr with him, to tl^e place of his j^u.-iijhmfntp 


i8a PARLIAMENTAR.Y A. 1793. 

banged^ cut down %vhik alivey his entrails cut out and thrown 
into the firt before hiviy and his body then to be cut into four guar- 
ters, which is the punifliraent of high treafon ; and to this 
time peculiarly referved as the utmoft puniihment, to uphold 
the reverence due to the head of the conftitution. But it has 
been affirmed, that every thing contained in this aft comes 
within the aft of Edward III. Th^t fo far as the judgement 
of a plain man goes, he does not think fo ; and if fo, they 
are liable to all the objeftions dated ; if they do not, let thera 
be tried cafe by cafe. It is alledged that the aft of Edw. III. 
is a cruel aft. Search all the law books hitherto, Judge Forf 
tery Blachjionef Haley it is no where confidered fo. At any 
jate let us remain under the cruelty with which we have been 
content for fo long a period ; and as to the principle that it 
would be right in Parliament from time to time to refrefh 
men's memories, and to put them on their guard againfl incur* 
ring fuch punifliments, he, for his part, defired no fuch* re- 
freftiments from Parliament, or from Judges in Parliament. 
That he would rather truft the barrier erefted by a high^ proud^ 
independent f well-educated arijiocracy of former times, than the 
- ill'organifed democracy of the prefent day. That the general 
principle of multiplying laws was bad ; it ^dded intricacy to 
a fcience which was already much too intricate. In cafes pf 
treafon it was dreadful ; the idea was horrible of touching 
fuch fundamentals in moments of heat and violence like the 
prefent. That Judge Forfter quotes the 8th of Edward IV. 
when the two Houfes defired that facrilege might be made 
high treafon, and that thofe convifted might be burnt. ^ To 
which the King anfwered, much to his honour, " Le Rot trui" 
/erar 

The people may now call out in favour of war as they did 
in Edward I V.'s time in behalf of faorilege ; and it may be 
faid that war, according to Grotius, PufFendorf, Vattil, &c. 
that every thing is juftified vyhich can haften the war to a con- 
chifion. But afk the Grotius of the prefent day ; afk Arch- 
deacon Paley. [Here his Lordfliip read an extraft from Pai- 
ley] But Grotius himfelf, had he lived. in thefe times, would 
have thought differently ; humanity has made a great progrefs 
fince his time ; it appears flow to him that watches it, but 
events make it certain. Our treaty, with Ruffia^ giving over 
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the King of Pniffia's dominiMs to pillage in I7S5> in part of 
payment of fubfidy, would not at this day be endured. That 
we had, to be fure, made a war of pillage upon Holland ; but 
it was execrated then, and ftill more fince, and we defervcd 
the confequence, which is, to be now obliged to defend that 
power to whom we firft gave the death's wound, ' That the 
late King of Pruffia had fet a noble example in his treaty with 
America, though the profpeft of the neutral code was before 
hini, he did not fcruple to rejefl it in favour of humanity. 
America, though better fltuated than any country under the 
fun for privateering, ms^de the propofition not only to Pruflia, 
but to all Europe, of abolifhing the infamous mode of priva- 
teerings, that, in fa£l, it was only encouraging merchant to 
rob merchant. That the honeft fociety of Quakers produced 
an example of one of their Membersx whofe confcicnce re- 
pugned at fuch robbery, and had advertifed with a view to re- 
ftore fuch unlawful gain. That a great part of Scotland had 
the fame feelings — That property by fea, as Veil as land, 
ought to be free from military as well as civil robbers. 

The Duke of LEEDS defended the principle of the bill^ 
as he thought it founded on urgent neceffity. The war in 
which we were engaged was different from all other wars, and 
he freely confeflcd it was juft and unavoidable on our part ; 
and he thought that Adminiftration had juft claim to all that 
fupport from that Houfe, and the approbation of the public, 
from the manner they had conduced public afiajrs in that re- 
fpedi, The noble Duke faid, he could not fee what mifchief 
could arife from the prefent bill, as it only went to prohibit 
the fubjeSs of this country from lending any affiftance to the 
French during the continuance of the prefent war. He took 
notice of feveral of the obfervations of the noble Marquis' 
who had jult preceded him in debate, and differed from him in 
moft of them. He declined following him to Ireland or Ame- 
rica, but thought that Adminiftration were juftified in the 
fteps they took to put the people of this country upon their 
giArd, for in his opinion the alarm was juftified by the cfr- 
cumftances of the country, for there were many who profef- 
fed to admire the fentiments of the French, fentiments that 
were at war with all principles of honour, juftice, humanity, 
and religion. 
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Lord GRENVILLE complimented the noble Duke for 
the part he had taken upon this fubjed. He entered into the 
whole of the bill, exprefled great fatisfaftion at our recent 
fucceilesy and obferved that the circumftances in which we 
now (lood, was a matter of exultation to this country. He 
maintained the ftrong neceffity of the bill, for that the fpirit 
which the vigour of Adminiftration had filenced, ftill lurked 
in this country, and that the difcontented only wiftied for an 
opportunity of availing themfelves of the murmuri that might 
follow fome difafter which they wiflied might happen to our 
arms ; were fuch an event to happen, we (hpuld foon heat 
thefe perfons again, and therefore it became Parliament to be 
vigilant. After various obfervations on the arguments of the 
noble Marquis, and the nature of the war in which we were 
engaged, he faid, for the prefervation of our conftitution his 
Lordfhip concluded with aflenting to the bill. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE,'in reply to Lord Grcn- 
ville, faid, that he did not wifli, as his Lordfhip alTerted, to 
fubftitute his own interpretation for that of the Judges. He 
wiihed to leave every interpretation to the Judges in Wcftmin- 
fter Hall, and not to the Judges in Parliament. That in 
Wcftminfter Hall Judges were in their natural fphere, and 
that he neither doubted their competency nor integrity after 
hearing counfel on both fides, and in the prefence of twelve 
honeft impartial men. Lord Grenville had reproached him 
with examining law books, not ads of Parliament, about 
treafon ; that he had examined them, and what was the con- 
fequence? In Richard H.'s time, the Legiflature was ex- 
tremely liberal of declaring treafons ; the King was depofed 
and murdered. The firft a£l of his fucceiFor runs thus : 
*' Whereas no man knew how to behave himjelfy to doj fpeak^ or 
Jajy for doubts of fuch pains of treafon,** From Henry IV. to 
Queen Mary the fpirit revived, and fo many new treafons in- 
Tented in confequcnce, that the firft Philip and Mary entirely 
abrogated, what Judge Blackftone calls the new-fangled trea- 
fons, that had taken place in the interim. From that time to 
this, new treafons were confined to three defcriptions : Pa- 
pifts, (which was happily done away by the liberal fpirit of 
the times ;) the Hanover Succeffion, (the fame ;) and Coin^ 
which has proved an example of their infufEciency. That 
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tt^fohs wfere hdw talcing a ttew flight ander the aufpicesof 
the prefent miniftry, but thkt he hoped, for the honour of the 
prefent reign, the people of England would not have to wait 
for another to fee thtir abrogation. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, thb fpirit of the coun- 
try was fo completely awake, and attachment to the conftitu* 
tion fo ftrong, as to defeat all the attempts of domeftic ene* 
mics, if any fuch ther« were. The exifting laws were fuffi- 
cient for every purpofe avowed as the objed of the bill, and 
therefore it was that he oppofed ena£ting a new code of trea« 
fon. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that whenever any 
noble Lord thought proper to boaft of the (ituation into which 
the country had been put by the war, he (hould think it his 
duty to call their Lordlhips' attention to all the cirdumftances 
of that (ituation, and the fituation in which the country might 
have been, had a different line of conduA been purfued. Mi* 
tiifters ought to recolle£t, that over-eagemefs in aiming a blow 
at an enemy, might not only prevent the blow from taking 
etfc&f but be the cdufe of mifchief to ourfelves. The bill, 
which he was not to be called the enemy of his country for 
cppofing, was not only objeflionable in its general principle^ 
but in the detail of its claufes. The making a mere verbal 
agreement to fupply any of the prohibited articles treafon, aU 
though no aft (hould follow the agreement, was, he believed, 
new in the laws of treafon. If any part of the French terri- 
tories fhould be conquered and occupied by us or our allies 
during the war, all commerce with fuch part would be prohi* 
bited, except by licence from His Majefty's Minifters ; which 
was in fa3: veiling them* with a new difcretionary power. 
Their exercife of the difcretionary powers, veiled in them 
by the Alien bill, fhewed the impropriety of granting- fuch 
powers. Pcrfons fubjeft to the regulations of that bill were 
fuiFered to be prefent at their LordQiips' debates, only in order 
to calumniate their Members ; while others were fent out of 
the country for caufes which it would be ludicrous to ftate.. 
The claufe for prohibiting the purchafe of lands in France 
was at variance with the principle ; for while the profcffed ob- 
jtSt was to prevent France from raifmg fupplies on lands de- 
clared to be public property, it prohibited buying lands tho 
Vol. XXXV. C c 
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property pf private perfons, and this too at a tim6 when no- 
thing (hort of abfolute folly could induce the fubjefts of this 
coujntry to lay out their money in the purchafe of national 
property, in France. The new claufe, attaching corruption 
of Jblood to the penalties of the bill, he conceived to be an in- 
fringement of the law of entail in Scotland, as fanf^ionoa by 
:^ fupplemcntary ftatute to the Aft of Union* He ftiould be 
forry if, in any war, the coxmtry had not better means of de- 
fence than any that the bill could afford. But in what was 
the prefent war more dangerous than former wars ? Wa* 
France, with Auftria, Pruflia, and Spain, leagued againft her, 
more formidable than when ihe combated with Spain, Hol- 
land, and America, on her fide ? When noble Lords exulted 
in the confequences of the war, he mud fay that he had feen 
thofe confequences in a melancholy lifl of more than 400 
bankrupts. When they talked of the fituation in which this 
country now flood, he muft dedre them to recoUeft what 
might have been its fituation if, inftead of engaging as prin- 
cipals in the war, we had, now that the French were driven 
back into their own territories, referved our force to interpofe 
for the reftoration of general peace. It did not appear that 
our exertions had contributed to make the French abandon 
their conquefts. Highly as he thought of the illuftrious per-^ 
fonage fent to command our few troops on the Continent, and 
confident as he was in the valour and the vigour of thofe troopft 
whenever they (hould be brought into adiion, he could not 
(uppofe that 1900 men had faved Holland, or driven the French 
from the Auftrian Netherlands. 

' The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, there was nothing in 
the bill which made words fpoken treafon. If a man entered 
into an agreement to fupply the en^my, it was not the words, 
but the aS, which was treafon, and that was treafon as the 
law before flood. With rcfpeft to intercoiirfe with any part 
of France that might be held as conqueft during the war, the 
bill nude no difference, for no fuch intercourfe was allowable 
by former wars, but by permilfim of the Crown. The claufe 
for preventing the . purchafe of lands in France would have 
been nugatory, if it had not extended to. private as well as. 
public property ; for an individual might have bought confif- 
cated lands, fold them as private property to .a Britifh fubjed,k 
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tnd paid the money he-fo received into the French' treafurjr^ 
juft as if he had bc<;n a mere agent for collefling it. On the 
meafures that had been adopted, he conceived that the public 
opinion was already pronounced, and he was not apprehenfive 
of a change. The claufe attaching corruption of blood to 
the penalties of the bill, made no alteration in the laws of 
treafon, as they before extended to Scotland. What would 
have b^en the ftate of the country if a difFcrent, which, he 
fuppofed, meant an oppofite, line of conduft, had been pur- 
fued, was matter of fpeculation. What it aftually was, their 
Lordihips knew. If an ambaflador had been fent to Paris to 
ncgociate for peace, was it quite clear that the internal peace 
of this country would have been maintained ? Was it quite 
certain'that thofe deputations of fraternity to the French Con- 
vention would have ceafed: — that the fame general fpirit of 
loyalty would have been called forth — ^that thofe clubs, whofc 
numbers had been boafted of fo much, ihould have fiirunk 
from their purpofe, and difappeared — that the projected con- 
queft of Holland would have been abandoned, and a flop put 
to that fyftematic attack on the government, the religion, and 
the morals of every country ? The few troops fent out under 
the able command of an exalted perfonage, in the noble Lord's 
opinion, could not have contributed much to the driving the 
F;-ench from their conquefts. He thought very differently. 
To the fending out of thofe troops, arid to the promptitude 
with which the meafure ,was carried into execution, was it, 
in his opinion, to be afcribed as the immediate caufe that Hol- 
land was faved; that the French were defeated and driven 
back ; that all Europe, from Peterfburgh to Naples,, wa^ de- 
livered from the plunder, the confifcation, the rapine, tl^e 
murder, the deflrudion of order, morality, and religioQ, 
with which it w^s threatened by the prevalence of French 
arms and French principles. But although the firft danger was 
pafled, there was flill abundant reafon why we and the allies 
wijth whom we were engaged in the benevolent defign of fix- 
ing government on the bads of morality, of religion, and 
of property, Ihould not ceafe to be on our guard to prevent 
its return. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he never meant to 
extend what was the Uw with refped to a contra^, but Cim- 

Ct 2. 
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ply that t verbal agreement to fupply the encnjy, unkfs a6ted 
upon, was not treafon as the law flood before. 
The qucftion was put and the Houfe divided ; 

Contents - - 51 
^ Proxies - - ii 

— 62 
Not contents - - 7 

Adjourned. 

Monday f 29/A JpriL 

In a Committee of Privileges on the Scotch Peerage elec- 
tion, refolved, on the motion of the Lord Chancellor, that 
the votes given by the Earl of Moray, at the faid election, 
were good.-^Adjourqed. 

Tuefday, 30/A Jpril, 

The Royal aflent was given by commiflion to thirty-two 
public and eighteen private bills. The commiflioners were, 
the Lord Chancellor, the Archbifliop of Canterbury, and 
Lord Grenville. 

The order of the day being read for the fecond reading of 
the Dudley-Canal bill, 

Lord PORCHESTER objefted, in ftrong terms, to the 
injuftice of obliging any of the proprietors of the old Dudley- 
Canal Navigation, againfl their will and without their con* 
fent, to embark as adventurers in the newly-proje£ted canal, 
authorifed to be carried on under the prefent z6i* His Lord* 
jfaip infifled, that the majority of the old Company could not 
poilibly bind the minority, except by fuch a£ts as came within 
the purview of their original charter or aft, by which they 
were conftituted as a corporation ; and that the majority (if 
fuch they could be deemed) of the old Dudley-Canal Naviga- 
tion, who had brought forward the prefent bill, muft have an 
equal right to oblige the diilentient proprietors to engage ia 
any other undertaking or enterprife whatever, as become ad- 
venturers in the propofed canal, which had no connexion 
whatever with the objeft of their original eftabliQiment as a 
corporation. . His Lordfliip did not difpute the juftice and 
propriety of the general principle, that private individuals 
ought to be obliged to part with their property, for the pur- 


A. 1793. DEBATES. 197 

pofe of an evident public benefit ; but this ought never lo be 
done, unlefs when the faci;ifice of the private property is in-> 
difpenfably neceflary to the carrying oii the public work, from 
which that benefit is to be derived. If this rule were once to 
be deviated from> there could be no fecurity for private pro* 
petty ; and, in this view^ he conceived the principle of the 
prefent bill to be in the highefl degree dangerous. His Lord- 
(hip concluded with moving, that a quef^ion fhould be put to ' 
the Judges, whether the majority, in fuch a cafe as the pre^ 
fent,' could have a right to bind the minority? WJien their 
JLfOrdfhips ihould be informed, from fuch high authority, 
how the law ftood, they would then have to determine what, 
in this particular inftance, it was right for them to do in their 
legiflative capacity. 

' The Earl of COVENTRY fpoke in favour of the bill, 
and mentioned an inftance, with refpeft to Worcefter, wher^ 
a number of proprietors would be obliged to part with their 
houfes, much againft their will, for the purpofe of widening, 
beautifying, and improving the entry into the town. 

Lord PORCHESTER replied, that the cafe mentioned by 
the noble Lord was very different from the prefent, for there 
the public work could not, by any poflibility, be carried on 
without the facrifice of the private property ; for whiqh, how- 
ever, full indemnification ought to be given. 

Lord BAGOT fpoke againft the bill, and in favour of thf - 
motion. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid a few words with re- 
fpedi to the proper form of the queftion propofed to be put to 
the Judges ; after which the Houfe divided j 
Contents « - - j 

Not contents * Ni 18 

Majority againft the motion 1 1 
The bill was then ordered to be committed on ThurfHay 
next.— Adjourned. 

fTfdne/dayf iftMaj. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that he held in his 
hand a petition of appeal to their Lordfliips, from a judgement 
of the Court of Jufticiary in Scotland. His Lordfhip admittedt 
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that in fevcral inftances, fince the Union, where petitions of 
appeal had been prefented to that Houfe, from judgements of 
the Court of Judiciary, in capital cafes, particularly in the 
cafe of Mungo Campbell, and in that of Murdiefon and Mil- 
ler, thefe petitions had been referred to Comn^ittes ; and, 
upon the report of the Committees, the Houfe had found that 
tliey were not properly brought. He thought it proper, how- 
ever, to ftate to the Houfe, that, fuppofing the matter Were 
now to be taken up, as it ftobd at the time of the Union, it 
leemcd clear that fuch appeal did lay ; and that appeals from 
the Court of Judiciary refted almofl: exaftly on the fame foot- 
ing with appeals from the Court of Seffion, which had been 
uniformly entertained and judged of by that Houfe : even with 
refpe<^ to appeals in capital cafes, he (hould be apt to doubt, 
whether it ought to be confidered as finally decided that no ap- 
peal lay, fo as to put the matter perfeilly at reft : in a cafe, 
indeed, which came before that Houfe in 1781; viz. the cafe 
of James By water, convidled of a capital oJfTence, and fen* 
tenced by the Court of Jufticiary to be executed, it had un- 
doubtedly been folemnly determined that no appeal lay ; and a 
very idile and learned fpeech was delivered on that occafion, 
by a noble Lord (Earl Mansfield,) who> to the general regret 
of the country, was now no iQore : but, though ^vcry thing 

. which had come from that quarter muft juftly be confidered of 
great weight, yet the noble Lord feemed, in that cafe, to have 
proceeded in a great meafure, on what he apprehended to have 
been a mifapprehenfion, in fuppofing it to have been clear 
eftablifbed law, that an appeal lay from the Court of SefTion 
to the Parliament of Scotland prior to the Union, and to have 
been equally clear that no fuch appeal lay from the Court of 
Jufticiary; a,pd if he were not afraid vof encroaching on their 
Lordfliips* time too much, he' was confident he could have no 
difficulty in fatisfying their Lordfliips, both fromadls of Par- 
liament and law )>ooks in Scotland, that, were the matter to 

, be taken up now upon the footing on which it ftood immedir 
ately after the Union, there could hardly b6 a doubt that an 
appeal would lie to that Houfe, even in a capital cafe; and it 
was certainly of much Importance to the country that it (hould 
dofo. But, whatever weight their Lordfliips might have beea 
inclined to allow to the judgements which he admitted had beea 
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xiepeatedly given in capital cafes, had the prefent been a cafe 
of that nature ; yet, he would fubmit it to their LordlhipSf 
that,, being only the cafe of a mifdemeanor, it ilood updn a 
very different footing ; for, in the only two dafes of mifde- 
meanors, where petitions of appeal had been prefented againil 
judgements if the Court of Jufticiary, vw. in the cafe of Elgia 
ini7i3, and in the cafe of Ma^kintofli and Demofter in 1768, 
the petitions had in fad been entertained and determined upon 
by that Houfe ; in the firft of thefe cafes, the judgement of 
the Court of Jufticiary was reverfed, and, in the other, the 
petition was referred to a Committee, and upon the report of 
that Committee, which was agreed to by the Houfe, a dii^c*- 
tion was given to the Court of Jufticiary,' in the fame way as 
is frequently done in appeals from the Court of Seflion. His 
Lordftiip faid that this was a matter of very great importance 
to the whole people of Scotland ; and that he hoped their Lord- 
ftiips would agree with him in thinking, that it ought to be 
fully argued and difcuifed, and finally fettled ancl fet at reft: 
one way or another, which was furely a matter highly proper 
and neceflary ; he would therefore conclude vvith moving, that 
the petition fliould be referred to a Committee to confider, 
and report to the Houfe, whether it ought to be entertained* 
The petition was then read by the clerk, purporting to be the 
petition and appeal of James Robertfon, Bookfeller and Printer 
in Edinburgh ; ^nd of Walter Berry, Bookfeller there; and 
ftating that they, having been brought to trial before the Court 
of Jufticiary at Edinburgh, on an indidlment, at the infl:ance 
of His Majefty's Advocate, for felonioufly printing and pub- 
lilhing a certain feditious b6:)k or pamphlet, &c. the Court 
had found the libel relevant to infer the pains of law ; that the 
Jury had returned a verdift ; whereby they found it proved, 
that the faid James Robertfon did print and publifti, and that 
tfie faid W alter Berry did publifti only the pamphlet libelled on ;. 
and the petitioners having infifted that no judgement could pafs 
upon the verdift, and that they were intitled to be acquitted 
and difmifted from the bar, the Court of Jufticiary had re- 
pelled the objeftion made by them inarreft of judgement, and 
had adjudged the one of them to be imprifoned for the fpace of 
fix months, and the other was doomed to the fame punifli- 
ment for three months, &c. The petition went on to ftatc^ 
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that Aey cfonceived diemfetves to be thereby aggrieved, and 
appealed to thdr Lordfhips for redrefs, &c. After the petition 
had been ready 

Lord CATHCART rofe aiid fuggefted to the noble Earl 
(Lauderdale) the propriety of ahering his motion, and fimply 
to move^ that the petition (hould be upon the table, in order 
that the noble Lords might have an opportunity of confidering 
it,' as it was certainly a matter of great importance, and that a 
future day might be fixed to take into confideration whether it 
ought to be referred to a Committee. He thought it right too, 
that ho fuch material (lep as that (hould be taken in the abfence 
of his noble relation (Earl Mansfield,} who, as Lord Juftice 
General of Scotland, was at the head of the Court of Judi- 
ciary. 

Lord THURLOW was of opinion, that the judgements of 
that Houfe in the two cafes in 1713 and 1768, alluded to by 
the noble Earl who moved the petition, did by no means go the 
length of being precedents of that Houfe having entertained 
petitions of appeal from the Court of Jufticiary in cafes of mif- 
degneandr ; but neither did they go to fliew any opinion of their 
jLordlhips appearing upon the record, that the petitions ought 
not to be entertained ; though there had been various judge- 
ments to that cfkA with regard to capital cafes, and he con- 
fefled he could fee no room for a di(lin£tion, in this refpefl, 
betwixt the cafe of a capital offence and of a mifdemeanor ; fo 
much fo, that he was perfuaded their Lordfhips muft, on con- 
fideration, be completely fatisfied that an appeal could not 
poilibly lye in the one cafe and not in the other. He faid, it 
feemed a matter of regret on account of the fubjeds in Scot- 
land, that no appeal fhould lie to that Houfe from the Supreme 
Criminal Court there, in the fame way as a writ of error lies 
in fome (hape or other from the Criminal Courts in England ; 
at the fame time, from the forms of the kw of Scotland, ,hc 
faW very great difficulties with which it would be attended in 
impeding the courfe of criminal juftice, which were provided 
againftby the regulations which took place in the law of Eng- 
land. If, howevei^, other noble Lords fhould join him in opi- 
nion, he faid, he would have no objedlion to agree to the mo- 
tion of the noble Earl (Lauderdale) for referring this petion to 
H Committee, in order that, if any doubt or difficulty remain- 


A. 1793, DEBATES. aot 

pd, the matter might be argued by Counfel, fully difcufled, 
and fip^Uy fpttled, by a folemn determination, which was cer- 
taioly very defirable. 

The I.QRD CHANCELLOR left the Woolfack, and 
faid, that although he was clearly of opinion that no appeal 
lay, and did not fuppofe he fliould be inclined to alter that opi- 
nion, yet he would not objefl; to the petition being referred to 
a Conjmittee ; becaufe, if any doubt remained as to the cafe of 
mifdeqiieaAors, it would certainly be right that the matter (hould 
be finally fettled, and clearly and diflindly underflood as foon 
as poifible, 

The njQtion no^de by Lord Lauderdale was then put and 
carried ; and notice was ordered to be given to the Lord Ad- 
vocate ; and the petitioners allowed to be heard by Counfel ia 
fupport of the petition. — Adjourned. 

Thurjdayj 'id May. 

The Traitorous Correfpondence bill was brought up from 
|he Houfe of Commons, and the amendments made by the 
Commons were agreed to — Adjourned. 

Monday y 6th May. 

In a Committee on the ** ad for amending the law of im- 
prifonment on Mefne Procefs, &c.** the firft claufe being read, 
that " no perfon fhall be held to fpecial bail upon any procefs 
ifluingout of ^ny fuperior or inferior Court where the caufe of 
aftion fhall not amount to the fum of 20I. or upwards," &c. 

Lord THURLOW exprefled great doubt of the policy of 
this claufe, and was apprehenfive that it would by no means 
anfwer the benevolent purpofe which the noble Lord (Rawdon) 
had in view, who with fo much labour, ability, and perfeve- 
ranee, promoted the prefent bill. He was well affured that 
his Lordftiip was convinced that fome exceflive hardfliips at- 
tended the prefent mode of arreft ; and he gave him credit for 
being urged by the mod laudable motives, or he would not 
have introduced fo important an innovation into the principle 
and praftice of the law of England. This fubjeft had been 
well confidered in the reign of George the Firft, and the Le- 
giflature at that time, after much deliberation upon the ftata 
of the commerce and manufadures, as well as the credit^ of^ 
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the country, had wifely fixed the limit of arrefts at ten pounds. 
He did not fee, from the bill itfelf, or from any thing that had 
been urged in the feveral difcuflions that had taHen place upon 
it, any reafon to extend the limitation to 20I- It was well 
known that there are too many inflances of thofe who refuft 
to pay their juft debts until they are coerced, and if they were 
proceeded againft by a procefs that does not require bail, they 
would only abufe the delay of the law to fquander their pro- 
perty, and defraud their creditors of their juft debis> It is of 
the utmoft confequence in a commercial country like this, to 
which credit is abfolutely neccfTary, and by which it has been 
raifed to an unexampled degree of opulence, that a reafonable 
profpc£l fhould be held out to thofe who truft, that they ihall 
in due time obtain their money from thofe to whom they give 
credit. He was fully perfuaded that the check of imprifon^ 
ment was neceffary to rcftrain unprincipled adventurers from 
incurring debts which they had not the intention nor the means 
of difchargihg, and therefore he doubted ^ery much whether 
the prefent claufe, if it were cnafted into a law, would not 
be injurious in a very high degree to the people of this country. 
Lord RAWDON allured their Lordfliips, that he fhould 
not have obtruded himfelf fo often upon their notice, if he had 
not been convinced that fomething was indifpenfably neceffary 
to be done for the relief of unfortunate debtors. The hard- 
Ihips which they laboured under, and the oppreUions to which 
they were daily expofed, called upon their juftice an(f huma- 
nity to interfere in their behalf. He had received information 
from various quarters, which he could rely upon ; and he 
kn^w of his own knowledge, for, with gentlemen of his own 
profeffion he was well acquainted, that there were many of 
the inoft deferving, but unfortunate men, who fufFered under 
the rigopr of the law as it now ftood, and were the prey of un- 
r^lctfting creditors, aqd hungry lawyers. There might be fom« 
unprincipled men upon whom the Caption might have a proper 
^c£l, but there was an infinitely greater number to whom it 
was fure ruin. He had made the moft diligent inquiry of thofe 
who had it in their power to give him the bcft information, 
particulafly Mr. Burchel and Mr. Crowder, the Secondary 
and Under Sheriff of Mi ddlcfex, who aflured him.that not one 
ad ion in five was fettled in the firft inftance upon the arreft* 
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The efFcft, therefore, which it was fuppofed to have of com- ' 
pelling the payment of the money was unfounded. It produc- 
ed confequences highly injurious, not only to the debtor but to 
the creditor alfo. It tore the former from all his comforts, 
and deprived him of the means of obtaining that aflidance which 
would enable him by the forbearance of the latter to difchai^e 
his debts. By the 12 Geo, I. frivolous and vexatious arrefts 
were in fome degree prevented, by reftraining them to fums 
not lefs than lol'. and if the ftate of the country, its increafed 
wealth, and the value of money in the prefent day, were to 
be compared with thofe of that period — Arrefts under 20I. 
now, will appear to be as frivolous and vexatious as thofa 
under lol. at that time. Any argument founded upon innova- 
tion, his Lordfliip faid, could have no weight with him, as it 
might have been applied to the a£l which he hadjuft mentioned, 
as well as to all explanations, declarations, and amendments 
of the law whatever. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR complimented his Lordfhip 
upon the zeal and indefatigable pains he had been at to colled): 
neceflary information upon the fubjeft, and he had no doubt of 
the veracity of thofe gentlemen whom he had confulted ; but 
he was perfuaded that his Lordfhip either had dire£led his in- 
quiries without fufBcient accuracy, or had drawn conclufions 
which were not warranted by the anfwers of the gentlemen 
who had been mentioned. They might very truly fay, that 
not one in five aftions brought had been fettled in the firft in- 
ilance, that is, immediately upon the ad ion ; but they had not 
faid, for they had not the means of information, that not one 
in five had been fettled before a declaration was delivered. He 
fpoke from the knowledge which he had derived from his fitu- 
ation in a Court of Law, as well as from the information of the 
Officers of the Common Pleas, that eleven-twelfths of the ac- 
tions brought did not proceed to the length of the declaration 
being delivered ; the debt was either immediately paid or com- 
promifed, or fecurity taken for it, or elfe it was difcharged 
before the time that the plaintiff was entitled to deliver his de- 
claration ; he therefore recdmmended that this claufe ibould 
be poflponed, to be farther confidered, which Lord Rawdoa 
agreed to. 
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The next claufc, which authorifes the defendant to depoiSt 
in the hands of the BaihfF or Sheriff the fum for which he 
fhall be arrefted, with an additional fum proportioned to th6 
extent of the caufe of aftion, in order to his being liberated, 
was objeded to by Lord Thurlow and the Lord Chancellor* 
They obferyed, that few bailiffs were in a fituation to be re- 
fponfible for the fums of money that they would be required 
to receive under this claufe ; and although the Sheriff takes 
fecurity for every truft which he is obliged to repofe in them, 
were this part of the bill to pafs, he never would be able to 
find bailiffs that could give him fecurity adequate to the im- 
menfe fums that might be depofited with them. Perhaps 
fomething of this nature might be enafted with propriety, if 
the money were to be immediately paid into Court, to be 
placed in the cuftody of known and refponfible officers. 

The claufe was rejefted. 

The fixth claufe, refpeSing Lock-up Houfes, was given 
up by Lord Rawdon. 

The feventh claufe, which obliges the creditor to fwear, 
within eight days after the debtor fhall have furrendered his 
goods, that fuch furrender was fallacious, being read, the 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Thurlow, and Lord Kenyon oppofed 
it very vigoroufly, as tending to change the whole fabric of 
the law of England. It was laying fuch a burden on the cre- 
ditor as he ought not to fuflain, arid tended to deprive him of 
?11 the fecurity which the lavv gave him for his debt. How 
could he take upon him to queftion the account, which a 
debtor gave of his circumftances, without having time to 
ihake the difcovery ? ' ' ^ 

After a very long argument, the queftion was negatived. 

The farther confideration of the bill was then adjourned to 
Thurfday next. 

Tuefdayj 'jth May^ 

The Houfe of Commons being fent for, and the Speaker 
attending, the Vote of Credit and Traitorous Corrcfpondencc 
bills, with feveral private bills, were paffed, by commiffion^ 
in the ufual forms. 

The Duke of NORFOLK moved for the firft reading of 
rhp Roman Catholic bill, and ftnted, that it was his intention 
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to propofc, ih the courfe of the bill, that the fame allowance 
be made to perfons of that pcrfuafion, as had recently been 
done in a fifter- kingdom. 

Upon Lord CATHCART's moving that the Liverpodl 
Note bill be read a fecond time. 

Lord LAUDERDALE ftated feveral objedions to it, 
particularly as it went to enable the Corporation to apply thfe 
money vefted in them for other pi>rpofes than was originally 
intended ; he indeed thought their Lordfhips could not coun- 
tenance it, unlefs fome one of its patronizers fliould get up 
and point out the advantages that were expefted to accrufc 
from it. 

The bill was then read a fecond time. 
Upon the order of the day being read for fummoning thfe 
Houfe, 

Lord LAUDERDALE rofe to inquire to what that order 
might be, hoping it did not allude to the fecond reading oF 
the Commercial Credit bill, of which printed copies had 
fcarcely been an inftant laid upon the table. - For the fakt 
,of what the Public at large might think of the proceedings of 
that Houfe, he trufted Minifters would not perfevere in fuch 
an indecent attempt. He remembered, upon a former oc- 
cafion, when'afimilar propofition, on a much lefs important 
fubjeft, had been faccefsfully oppofed by the noble and learn- 
ed Lord who fat on the woolfack, who had then emphatically 
cxprefled himfelf, that it was highly improper to be called 
upon to decide upon a bill, which was ftill wet in their 
hands. 

Lord C ATHCART called the noble Lord to order, upon 
the double .ground of its being diforderly to allude to words 
fpoken on a former debate, and alfo to be referring to a mo-r 
tion which was not before the Houfe. 

Lord LAUDERDALE denied being out of order, at leaft 
in the fecond inftance, fince his arguments were founded on 
what he had a right to fuppofe would follow the order which 
had been read by the clerk ; nor did it appear that he was 
confiilered as diforderly, until they were ftruck with the force 
of his allufions. 

Lord GRENVILLE felt not the fmalleft inconveniency 
from the fpeech of the noble Lord, although he certainly 
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inuft confidcr any oppofition to a motion to be difordcrly, 
being made before the motion was before the Houfe. He 
certainly did mean to move for the bill to be read^a fecond 
time ; and that, from a thorough convidion that the relief it 
was intended to apply, was abfohitely neceflary to be given 
without delay. He confidered it mod undoubtedly as a mea- 
fure of the higheft importance, as poflibly the whole com- 
mercial credit of the kingdom depended upon fomething beings 
inftantaneoufly adopted in their favour. 

His Lordlhip then went into a detail of the credit necefla- 
rily arifmg in a commercial country, from the medium which 
wasrequifite'betvveen the goods and fpecie, the latter of which 
bore a very fmall proportion to the medium paper currency ; 
this led him to the prefent ftagnation in the commercial part 
of the community, which he attributed to the fpirit of enter- 
prife and fpeculation, which induced fo many to go beyond 
the capital they poireircd. If the mifchiefs and inconveni- 
ences of thofe faihires had -been confined to thofe who had 
thus fpeculated, he jhould not have been an advocate for the 
public interference ^ for in fuch cafes he was ready to admit 
the njerchants or manufafturers of that dcfcription ought to 
fufFcr \ but as the difHculties and evils would extend to fuch 
an amazing degree, he thought the Legiilature was called upgn 
to extend fome relief, and it was neceffary to be done with 
all poffible difpatch ; and therefore it was, that to give this 
relief without any delay, he was induced to move that this 
bill be read a fecond time. 

The Duke of NORFOLK thought the evil had, in a 
great meafure, arifen from the countenance given by Govern- ' 
ment to the paper in circulation. Offices had been fet up in 
almoft every town in the kingdom ; fome, he believed, by 
men of property, others with little, and others with fcarcely 
any. He conceived this evil muft have been known to Mi- 
iiifters, and their not checking it, was an evident proof to him 
that, whatever fplendid abilities the right honourable gentle- 
man poflefled who was at the head of our finances, he was 
unequal to the fituation he held. Since the noble Secretary of 
State moved for the fecond reading, he wiflied to know when 
he meant to move for the Committee i 


A. 1793^ DEBATES. 207 

Lord CiRENVILLE faid, it was his intention to propofe 
that the Committee fhould be negatived, and that the bill 
ihoijld be read a third time to-morrow. 

Lord RAWDON went much at length into the caufc of 
the ftagnation of credit in the commercial world, which, he 
contended, arofe principally from the extenfive circulation of 
Exchequer bills, which Adminiftratibn had continued to keep 
afloat ; thefe the Bank had preferred difcounting to merchants' 
bills. In the lafl feflion he had occafion to call the attention 
of the Houfe to the unfunded ftate of the public debt, and to 
the magnitude of that debt he attributed the prefent failures, 
with other concomitant circumftances, as the paper currency* 
The Bank, he obferved, had originally been intended to aid 
the public credit, and the Bank, he thought, (hould apply 
relief in the prefent circumftances. The bill, he was appre* 
hcnfive, would do injury ; inftead of relieving, it would add 
to the magnitude of the diftrefs. 

Lord HAWKESBURY obferved, that in former times it 
Jiad been the praftice to keep Exchequer bills afloat in time 
of peace, and that fuch a meafure could not be attended witli^ 
the, fmalleft degree of injury ; that the fpirit of enterprifo 
(which he was I'eady to admit had been carried on to an im- 
proper extent by thofe who had not property to anfwer the 
demands) had extended, the exportation of this country more 
than fix millions annually. He defended the propriety, from 
the neccflity of dlfpatch, of reading the bill a third time^ 
without going into a Committee on it. 

Lord LAUDERDALE again rofe ; he admitted, that in 
fom^meafure the prefent diftrefs derived its fource from th^ 
fpirit of Banking, and the great extent of paper currency, 
which, to a certain degree, was neceflary to the profperlty of 
commerce.; the bill, he infifted, carried on the face of it, 
principles calculated, to undermine the interefts of it.' If 
fuch a meafure was to be adopted, he wiflied the extent of 
the propofed relief had not beenfo limited, and that Govern-^ 
ment would make the advance on the fame terms that any 
common broker would advance money. He objeiScd to tho 
demand of the firft payment being made in fo fliort a fpacc 
as three months, as it could thereby afford liule relief. H« 
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wiflied that Government, inftead of iffuing frcfc EKcheqtier 
bills, would take up fome of thofe already iflued, and enable 
the Bank to difcount .bills gs^ufual ; but the beft remedy that 
could be> applied would be ^ fpeedy peace ; that was a mea- 
fure which would reftofe public credit. Convince the people 
that we are not leagued with thofe defpots abroad, who 
fought for the participation of kingdoms, but that we fight only 
to check the ambition of France, and that we do not partici- 
pate in the views of RufEa and Pruflia, in the difmember- 
ment of Poland. He blamed Minifters for plunging us intp 
9 war, which he infifted they might have averted, and ridi- 
culed the idea of the French being the aggreffors. 

Lord KING difapproved of the bill, as he conceived, not- 
withflanding all that had fallen from the noble Lord with the 
T^i cape (Hawkefbury) th^t it was not calculated to anfwer 
the end propofed ; but, in fevere terms, reprobated the mover 
for haftening it through the Houfe. 

Earl STANHOPE reprobated the bill in its principle ; 
end contended it was contrary to all order to pufli it through 
the Houfe in the way propofed. He, in very fevere terms, 
condemned the conduft of Government, and lamented that 
^ they had plunged us into a war with France. One of the 
principal Minifters in that country, he declared he was proud 
to fay, he was intimate with, and bore honourable teftimony* 
to his many amiable qualities ; it was dreadful, he faid, that 
this country (hould be leagued with a fet of defpots and mur- 
derers, and at war with a country with which fhe oiight to 
be in eternal peace. 

The Marquis of LANSDOWNE condemned the manner 
of hurrying a bill through the Houfe of fuchhigh importance ; 
he alfo difapproved of the bill itfelf. The prefent fituation 
of public credit was notne\y ; this country had been in fimi- 
lar fituation s, andnofuch extraordinary meafure as the pre- 
fent was adopted ; the evil, by being left to itfelf, had found 
its own remedy without the interpofition of Parliament. He 
reprobated the war, and faid, that as the love of peace, like 
charity, covered a multitude of fins, he hoped the Minifter 
would very fpeedily terminate the war. The condu£l of 
Minifters, he faid^ reminded him of a Mcvnber of the Houfe 
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of Ccnnmons whom he once knew» and who was (o vain of 
his fuppofed abilitiesy that he ufed to ftand at the door of the 
Houfe, and would aflc every one he faw, " Do you want 
any one to fpeak for you ?" So Minifters were cafting about 
Europe for a long time in fearch of wars ; their language^ 
like his friend the Member, was, " Do you want any body 
to fight for you ? England (hall fight for you.*' Find out 
the moft pettifogging Attorney, and he will n6t be found to . 
have taken more pains toftir up a fuit, than theprefent Go- 
vernment has, to ftir up Holland and inflame all Europe.-^ 
He concluded by declaring, that he would not vote for or 
againft it, but would leave this bill to add a greater load of ^ 
guilt than ever ftood on any Miniftcr before. 

Lord THURLOW oppofed the bill, and particularly the 
idea of reading it a third time to-morrow. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR replied, and defended the 
meafure, as he faid that a delay of twenty-four hours in paf* 
fing the bill might be attended with very ferious confe- 
querites. 

The Duke of LEEDS and Lord MANSFIELD approved 
of the principle of the bill ; but did not like to violate the 
order and cuftom of the Houfe, by reading the bill a third 
time, without its having gone into a Committee. 

Lord CATHC ART and the Duke of MONTROSE de- 
fended the propriety of haflening the bill. 

The motion for the fecond reading was put, and 'pafled 

without a divifion. 

Lord GRENVILLE then rofe and moved, that the bill be 
read a third time to-morrow, without its going into a Com-» 
mittee. 

On this a divifion took place ; 
For the motion, 5S ; Againft it, 14. Majority, 44* 

The Houfe adjourned. 

fFednefday^ %th May: 

After receiving feveral bills from the Commons, and read- 
ing them, together withthofeon thc^ table, their Lordfliipi v 
proceeded to the order of the day on the commercial credit 
bill. 
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Eftrl STANHOPE doubted whether they could difpenfe 
with the {landing order of the Houfe, which was againft 
proceeding two fiages in a bill on one day. 

The Duke of NORFOLK dated, that among the altera- 
tions he fhould have propofed, had the bill been fuffered to 
have gone into a Committee, was that of admitting the re- 
lief^ if fuch it was, to be extended to thofe who might want 
one thoufand pounds, inftead of four, as it now ftood ; as 
many deferving people might' be able to procure fecurity for 
the former, though not for the latter. 

Lord GRENVILLE was of opinion, that the ftatement 
of fome fpecific fum was abfolutely necefTary, and he under- 
ftood that that in the bill was judged the moft proper by the 
Committee. 

On the queftion being put, that the bill now pafs. 

Lord KING hoped, that if they negatived the Committee, 
they would not pafs the bill without reading it. ' ' 

His Lordfliip being anfwered, that it had been read, faid, 
then he mud beg pardon, for although he had paid very great 
attention, he had not even heard the preamble. The bill it- 
felf he condemned in toto — it was making His Majefty's Mi- 
nifters become pawnbrokers, and would only ferve a few fpc- 
culating fellows in town, and at Edinburgh and Glafggw, 
who were watching for its being paffed into a law. 

The Duke of NORFOLK felt fome confolation in the 
!aft claufe, that allowed alterations to be made in it daring 
the prefent feflion. 

■ The queftion was then put, and the bill paffed, without a 
divifion. 

Soon after a meffage was fent to the Commons, requiring 
their attendance, when the Royal affent was given to the 
above bill, two Canal bills, aod a Bridge bill. 

The Commiffioners were the Archbifliop of Canterbury, 
the Lord Chancellor, and Lord Grenville. — Adjourned. 

Thur/day^ gth May. 

In a Committee on the Debtor a^d Creditor bill. Lord 
Grantley in the chair, went through the whole of the claufcs 
which relate to proceedings on mefne procefs ; one or two 
claufes which had references to other claufes formerly rejea- 
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ed, were alfo rejefted ; fomc others were refcrvcd for future 
confideration, and fome amendments were made on the claufes 
retained. After which the Chairman reported progrefs, and 
the Committee was ordered to fit again on Thurfday next. 
Adjourned* 

Friday y loth May. 

The Royal affent was given, by commiffion, to the bill to 
authorife the corporation of Liverpool to iflue negociable 
notes to a limited amount for a limited time, and to feveral 
other bills. — Adjourned. 

Monday^ l^fh May^ 

In a Commitlee of Privileges — Lord Cathcart in the chair. 
The Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) ftatcd, that by a 
judgement of iHat Houfc, in the year 1708-9, it had been 
determined that the Duke of Queenlberry, having been cre- 
ated a Peer of Great Britain by patent, fince the Union, by 
the title of Duke of Dover, had no right to vote at an elec- 
tion of the Peers of Scotland; and that, in the year 1787, 
the Houfe had thought it proper, on mature deliberation, to 
pafs a general refolution to the fame purpofe, and had order- 
ed copies of that refolution to be tranfmitted to the Lord 
Clerk Regifter of Scotland and his Deputies, with direftions 
to pay ftria obedience thereto, in the returns to be made by 
them, of the eleftions of the Peers of Scotland, His Lord- 
(hipfaid, that, ftanding himfelf in the fituation of thofe Peers 
who were pointed at by the refolutions of the Houfe, and 
conceiving that he was bound to pay obedience to its orders, 
he had not thought himfelf at liberty to vote at the laft elec- 
tion of Scotch Peers ; and, with the utmoft perfonal refpeft 
towards two noble Lords, who, in the fame fituation, had 
tendered their votes, he confidered their public conduft, in 
that refpefl, extremely reprehenfible ; and lie (hould think it 
hard and unjuft indeed, if they, by flying in the face of the 
refolutions of the Houfe, fhould gain an advantage over him, 
who had paid ftri£l obedience to thefe refolutions. His Lord- 
Ihip added, that whenever a proper opportunity (hould occur, 
of going into the general queftion, as to the juftice and pro- 
priety of thefe refolutions, he would be ready to meet that 
queftion^ but it appeared to him improper, at prefent, to 
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enter into any difcuflion, as to the general queftion ; becaufis, 
while the rcfolutions are not refcindcd, they muil unqueftion- 
ably be binding, and he would therefore conclude with mov- 
ing, that the voles tendered at the laft eleftion of the Peers of 
Scotland, by the Duke ofQueenfterry and the Earl af Aber- 
corn, who have been created Peers of Great Britain by pa- 
tent, fince the Union, having been attempted to be given in 
contradi&ion to the refolutioos of that Houfe in 1708-9 and 
in 1787, cannot be counted. 

Lord GREN VILLE infifted, that'in deciding matters re- 
fpeifling the eledions of the fixteen Peers of Scotland, fince 
the Union, their Lordihips did not a£l in a judicative capa^ 
city, nor under the authority or regulation oT any ftatutc ; 
but that the fole and exclufive right of determining upon all 
matters refpedting thefe elections, had neceflarily devolved 
upon, and.been exercifed by, that Houfe, in the fame way, 
and for the fame reafon, that the Houfe of Commons have 
the exclufive right of deciding with rcfpeft to the clefliona 
of their own Members, Reafoning, therefore, from ana-*, 
logy, he concluded, that no refolutions of that Houfe, in 
matters regarding the elections of Scotch Peers, could be of 
any force, except to regulate the particular cafe to which 
they might apply \ for it was well known this had been the 
practice of the Houfe of Commons, until an alteration had 
been made by siSt of Parliament. His Lordfhip alfo took 
notice of the different refolutions of the Houfe relative to the 
fubje£l which, he argued, were incpnfiftent with each ; and, 
after drawing a conclufion from thefe premifes, that the 
Committee' were, in no (hape, tied up by the refohitions of 
the Houfe, his Lordfiiip proceeded to give his reafons, at 
much length, for being of opinion, that there was nothing 
cither in the articles of Union, or in the fubfequent zd for 
regulating the mode of eleding the fixteen Peers of Scotland, 
which juftified the idea held out in thefe refolutions, that 
Peers of Scotland, created Peers of Great Britain by patent 
fince the Union, have no right to vote at the eleftions of tho 
Peers of Scotland. This, his Lordfhip faid, was his firm 
perfuafion, and whicli would determine his vote, if called 
upon immediately to give one, on the fubje£l ; at the fiun^ 
time^ in a matter of fucb imponaQCe, be v^ould rather pra* 


A; 179J. DEBATES. 213 

pofe, thaty before coming to a final decifiont they Ihould 
take the opinion of the learned Judges, who were the proper 
afliftants of that Houfe, when they wifhed for advice, not 
only in matters of a judicial nature, but even in matters of 
legiflation. And he concluded with moving, as zti amend- 
ment to the motion of Lord Kinnoul^ to leave out all the 
words of the motion^ after the word ** that," — for the pur- 
pofe of moving, that a queftion be put to the Judges, whe- 
ther, from the terms of the articles of Union, and fubfequent 
afts relative to the eleSion of *e fixteen Peers of Scotland, 
fuch Peers of Scotland as have been created Peers of Great 
Britain by patent fince the Union, have a right to vote at 
ele£^ions of Scotch Peers ? 

After fome converfation betwixt the Lord Chancellor and 
Lord Grenville, it was agreed, that the amendment propofed 
by the latter (hould be podponed ; and that, in the mean 
time, he fhoiild move the previous queftion on Lord Kin- 
noul's motion, it being underftood, that in cafe the previous 
queftion fliould be carried, Lord Grenville (hould afterwards 
make his motion for a reference to the opinion of the Judges. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD exprefled his furprife and 
aftoniflimcnt at fome of the doftrines laid down by the noble 
Secretary of State, He argued, with great force and much 
aninjation, that the refolutions of the Houfe muft be bind- 
ing on the Committee, which was only the creature of the 
Houfe; that they muft remain in force till refcinded; and 
that it would be unjuft, in a very high degree indeed, to re-» 
fcind them with a retrofpeft. His Lordftiip faid, that the 
noble Secretary of State had given to the Scotch Peerage a 
ftrange kind of comfort, by telling them that they were to 
remain in a conftant ftate of flu£tuatioil and uncertainty. 
He faid, he purpofely avoided entering at all upon the gene- 
ral queftion, as he did npt think that,. in the prefent ftage, it 
could come at all under the confideratioh of the Commit tcet 
His Lordfliip urged many other arguments, and coiicluded 
with giving his negative to the previous queftion moved by 
Lord Grenville. 

The Earl of MORTON (Lord Douglas of Lochleven) 
conceived, that as a Peer of Scotland, he was intitled to a 
vote at the elciSlioas of $cotc)i Peers^ as bis bij:th*right^ 
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which nothing lefs than an a£l of Parliament could deprive 
him of. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR faid, that he had long 
iago made up his mind upon the fubjeft of the prefent difcuf-^ 
Hon, upon the moll mature and deliberate conflderation of it* 
He was clearly of opinion that the Committee had no power 
to determine in oppofition to the refolutions of the Houfe ; 
that it was much for the dignity of that Houfe to be confift- 
cnt in its refolutions, as it had ever been ; and that all which 
had been urged by his noble i^iend, (Lord Grenville) as to 
•the contradidory refolutions and decifions of the Houfe of 
Commons, tended only to Ihew that that Houfe had, in 
matters of eleftions, purfued a condufl which was difgrace- 
ful to themfelves, and Which called at laft for the interpofi- 
tion of the Legiflature to check it. His Lordftiip thought 
it by no means neceffary to go into the mcrits-of the general 
qneftion, though he was decidedly of opinion* that the refo-- 
lutions of the Houfe were well founded ; he conceived it to 
be contrary to the fpirit and intendment, as well as to the 
•words of the articles of Union, that a Peer of Scotland, 
who fliould thereafter be created a Peer of Great Britain, 
i^ould neverthelefs continue to have a right to vote for the 
reprefentatives of the Scotch Peerage; which right was given 
in lieu of the right of fitting perfonally' in that Houfe.— 
But in the cafe he had mentioned, the lefler right of fending 
reprefentatives was fwal lowed up and abforbed in the greater 
right of fitting perfonally in the Houfe. His Lordfliip 
ftated many arguments in favour of this opinion ; and faid, 
that in 1708-9 this interpretation of the aft of Union had 
been given by Lord Cowper, Lord Somers, and thofe other' 
great men by whom the Union was fettled. The judgement 
pronounced at that time was given, after the moft deliberate 
difcufTion^ upon the moft mature confideration, and operated 
againft the intereft of the then prevailing party ; fo that, in 
every view, it carried with it, the higheft weight and autho- 
rity. His Lordfhip made a great many obfervations on the 
fubjeft, and concluded with repeating, that he was clearly 
of opinion that the Committee were bound by the refolu- 
tions of the Houfe ; and with ftating feveral reafons^ which 
induced him to think that it would be highly improper, in a 
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matter of pure privilege^ fuch as this was, to put any quef- 
tion to the Judges, to which indeed, he did not fee they 
could poflibly give an anfwer. 

Lord GRENVILLE, in reply to the Lord Chancellor, 
contended that the queftion was a fit queftion to be referred 
-to the Judges^ b^caufe it involved interpretation of law. If, 
by the ad of Union, Scotch Peers called up to fit in the 
Houfe as Britifh Peers, were not meant to be precluded from ' 
voting at the eleftion of Peers, to reprefent the Scotch 
Peerage, the refolution by which they were fo precluded wa» 
4i difqualification contrary to law. There was no inconfiftr 
ency in fuppofing them to have the right of voting. The 
Houfe confided of two eftates. Lords Spiritual and Tempo- 
ral; yet it never was imagined that the fame individual mi^t 
not fit in both thefe capacities at the fame time, both as a 
Spiritual and a Temporal Peer. 

Lord CATHCART fupported the opinion of the Lord 
Chancellor, and argued againft the propofed queftion to the 
Judges. ^ 

. The previous queftion on the Earl of Kinnoul's motion 
was put, and the Committee divided ; 

Contents, 27 ; Not contents, a6 
The Earl of MANSFIELD lamented the manner in 
which the queftion had been carried, as an irreparable in- 
jury, if followed up, to the dignity and independence of the 
Scotch Peerage. He conjured their Lordftiips to refle<a on 
the confequence of fubverting their own decifions, more feP. 
pecially when thofe decifions had been in the moft unexcep- 
tionable times, under the moft unexceptionable circum- 
ftances,' and were moreover of long ftanding. He did not 
conceive it poflible that any Adminiftration would have at- 
tempted to overturn fuch a decifion, more efpecially with a 
retrofpeft. Their Lordftiips ought to confider that the 
Scotch Peerage had not their full complement of reprefenta- 
tives in the Houfe, an advantage which not only a body 
wifliing to do juftice, but even a generous enemy would dif« 
dain to take. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, the motion which he had made 
was only in the nature of inquiry how the law flood, and 
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therefore it was unnecei&ry for him to enter lato a difcuffioA 
of the general queftion. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he was too much 
exhaufted to attempt doing that juftice to the caufe of thofe 
who had conferred upon him the higheft honour of his life ^ 
but when the proper time ciime, he would make the beft ex- 
ertion in his power. The Peers of Scotland were a body 
formerly in pofleflion of as l>igh and important privileges as 
the ariftocracy of any kingdom in Europe. At the Union 
they had made great perfonal facrifices to the general good of 
the country ; and from that period to this, fuch had beea 
the refpeft or the indulgence of their Lordfliips, that they 
never had reafon to regret the facrifices ihtey had made. He 
entered into an illuftration of the former decifions on the 
fame fubjed, and added, that if the Houfe were to contra- 
dift their own orders, perfons afiing under their authority 
could have no certain rule for their condu£t. Inftead of 
thinking that obedience to their Lordihips' orders was the 
beft mode of fecuring their approbation, they might be led 
to think that what their Lordfhips ordered on one occafion, 
they would contradid on another; and that to anticipate 
their change of opinion and difobey their orders was the 
fafeft courie. If the queftion ihould be carried, as he feared 
it would, he (hould propofe an amendment, to put the Judges 
in poifeifion of the former decifions of the Houfe. 

The Earl of MANSFIELD recommended withdrawing 
this amendment, as tending to embarrafs the queftion, which 
he wiflied not to fee carried in any fhape. The amendment 
was withdrawn, and the Committee divided on Lord Gren- 
ville's motion ; 

Contents, 26 ; Not contents, 25. 

The^ORD CHANCELLOR having taken the wool- 
fack, a motion was made that the report of , the Committee 
of Privileges be received on Thurfday. ^ 

Earl STANHOPE moved to leave out the word " ThurC 
day," and infert the word " now." 

The Houfe divided on the amendment ; 

Contents, 17 ; Not contents, 15. 

The report was received, and the Houfe adjourned. 
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Proteft againft the refelution wfaicl^ fu(lams the votes of the Duke 
of Q^e^nfberry and the Earl of Abercoroy created Britiih Peers 
fince the Union, for reprefentatives of the Scots Peerage at the 
laft general election. 

^ I. Becaufe this refolution is utterly incompatible with all ra- 
tional conftru6tion of the 2 2d article of the treaty of Union, fub- 
vcrfivc and deftrudive of thofe rights and advantages which are 
referved to the peerage of Scotland by that folcmn national com- 
pact. The principles of their reprefentation appear equally iso- 
lated, whether it be confide red as a compenfation for the rightt 
which the Scottifli nobility furrendered, or as a fecurity and guard 
for the rights which they retained. 

The right of reprefentation being given to the Peers of Scot- 
land for the lofs of their hereditary feat in Parliament, nothing 
feems more evident than that the compenfation cannot be jufll^ 
claimed by thofe who no longer fuffer the lofs. But while by this 
refolution the eledive right is lavifhed on thofe who have reco- 
vered an hereditary feat, its worth and value is diminifhed to the 
Peers of Scotland, who were juftly entitled to that growing im- 
portance of their fuffrage, which was to arife either from the ope- 
ration of time in lelFening their number, or from the promotion of 
their more favoured brethren to a fuperior clafs of peerage. 

To attain a purpofe fo iniquitous and abfurd as that of indem- 
nifying men for a lofs under which they no longer labour, at the 
es^pence of thofe who continue to fuffer it, we are to accumulate 
on the heads of one defcription of Lords, ele£tive franchife, and 
Hereditary- right, in a manner new in precedent, fubverfive of 
that equality which is the bafis of Peerage, and of that feparation 
of original from delegated right, which forms the principle of re- 
prefentation. 

Nor is it Icis manifeft that all the fecurity which the Peers of 
Scotland derive from the feat granted to their reprefentatives ia 
the Parliament of Great Britain is deftroyed by thefe refolutions* 
Peers of Great Britain, or thofe who are ele£ted by Peers of 
Great Britain, can, in no rcafonable or honeft fenfe, be called 
reprefentatives of the Peers of Scotland. The objeft of repre- 
fentation cannot be obtained without identity of interefl ; it im- 
plies, at leaft, fome control on the reprefentative, fome refponfi- 
bility to the conftituent. But the mofl: important interefis of the 
Peers of Great Britain might furvive the dcftrudtion of the peer- 
age of Scotland, and they poffefs no flxadow of check or control 
over pretended reprefentatives, who, after having betrayed their 
dearefl rights, would flill retain hereditary feats in this Houfe, in 
contempt of their reje6tion, and in defiance of their difpleafurc* 
The utmofl extremes of abfurdity and injuftice are the refult of 
that conflrudlion of the treaty of Union which is neceffary to 
juflify thefe refolutions. His Majefly may, in proccfs of time, 
be pleafed to raife a majority of the Peerage of Scotland tg^ the 
rank of Britifli Peers. That majority may elcdl fixteen reprefen- 
tatives of their own number. Thus conllituents, who have no 
interefl in maintaining the rights of the Scotch nobility, will no- 
minate reprefentatives equally unconcerned in the maintenance of 
its privileges; the llipulations of* the treaty of Union become 
futile and nugatory; the Peers of Scotland are liripped of all 
' Vol. XXXV. F f 
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protefHon and defenccy though for their prote£^ion and defence 
alone was the ele6tton indituted, and the reprefentation cQnftru6^* 
ed. Nor let this reafoning be reje6ted under pretence that argu- 
ments from injurious confequences have no force! in the interpre- 
tation of law ; among the various aids for the conflrudion of am- 
biguous laws, none is more important than ,the reafbnable pre- 
fuipption that it is not the intention of the Legiflature to ena<ft 
abfurdity, or to ordain injuftice. The principle of this article of 
the treaty of Union, was to give a real and fubftantial reprefenta- 
tion to the Peerage of Scotland in the Houfe of Lords of the 
Parliament of Great Britain. Every conftrudtion of it therefore 
ought to be rejected, as repugnant to its intention and purpofe, 
which tends to impair and deftroy that reprefentation, to reduce 
their right of fuffrage to an illufion and a mockery, worthlefs as a 
compenfation for the fplendid rights which they have facrificed ; 
impotent as a defence for the flender privileges they have referved, 
contemptible in value, and precarious in enjoyment. 

II, Becaufe we conceive the cafe of thofe Peers of Scotland, 
who were Peers of England before the Union, to furnifh no valid 
or conclufive obje6Hon againft thefe rcafonings. Their full rights 
of Peerage in both kingdoms, are doubtlefs proteded by the 
treaty of Union, and their cafe is therefore, by that treaty, ex- 
cepted from the application of the general principles of reprefen- 
tation, to the elcaive Peerage of Scotland. To extend that ex^ 
cepted cafe to the prefent queftion, appears only the laft rcfourcc 
of a feeble fophiflry, compelled to infer a rule from a deviation, 
and to ered an exception into a principle. 

Becaufe the Peers of Scotland made no effort againft the defined 
and afcertained rights of a fmall body of men, it is not therefore 
to be prefumed, that they were to fubmit to that progreffive dimi- 
nution of their importance, and that poffible final extincSion of 
their privileges, which are fandioned and eftablilhed by the prin- 
ciple of the prefent decifion. On the contrary, the language of 
the framers of the Union uniformly difcriminate between thofe 
who were Peers of England before that treaty, and thofe who were 
created Peers of Great Britain after it, as diilincfl and feparate bo- 
dies of men, who might enjoy different rights, and to whom dif- 
ferent modes of reafoning might be applicable. Inftead of multi- 
plying inflances of this diicrimination, it is fufficient to produce 
the memorable and decifive example in 1 708, when a fcnfe of the 
diflinftion was fo ftrong, that the objcd^on againll the vote of 
Englifh Peers at the Scotch election was abandoned as untenable, 
even by rfiofe who had urged it, while the objeftion to the fame 
right of Peers of Great Britain was received as valid and conclu- 
five by this Houfe, and formed the .|»fis of that folema decifion 
which, till now, has been the rule dtt! guide of our proceedings.. 
.III. Becaufe if the fenfe of the treaty of Union had been^ 
more dubious, and its conilfuftion on general principles more 
e luivocal, we fhould flill deem it to have been conclufively inter- 
preted with regard to us by the folemn decifion and uii}fQl*ni prac- 
tice of this Houfe. 

On the 2ifl diy of January, 170S-9, it was refolved by this 
Houfe, " That a Peer of Scotland, claiming to fit in the Houfe. 
of Peei^ by virtue of a patent under the Great Seal of Great Bri- 
uin, fince the Union, and who now fits in the Parliament of 
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Great Britain, had no right to vote in the eIe(f^ion of the fixteen 
Peers, who are to reprefent the Peers of Scotland in Parliament;'* 
t decifion which appears to us to contain a principle of the law of 
Parliament, refpeaing the S<?otti(h Peerage, only inferior in force 
and authority to the exprefs flipulations of the treaty of Union 
itfelf« To fo folemn a determination have been added all the weight 
and fan£lion which uninterrupted pradice could beftow. Vainly 
willjt be urged, that the refolution of the 20th of December, 1 7 1 1, 
impeaches the uniformity of this pradlice. The quellions before 
the Houfe in 1708 and 171 1 were feparate and dimndt, but deci- 
fiont cannot be Contradidtory, unlefs they regard the iame obje^, 
and pronounce differently on the fame quefliion. The Lords in- 
deed, who proteded againil the injuilice of the lail refolution, 
render due homage to the principle of that of 1 708 ; and fo uni* 
form was the convidion of its juflice, that Lords who fufiered 
from the refolution of 171 1 did, at the eledion of Scotch Peers in 
1734, claim their elcftive franchife on the fole ground and reafoa 
that they were deprived of their hereditary feats ; thefc two rights 
being from authority and frpm reafon, from ufage and from prin- 
ciple, equatl]^ underflood to be incompatible. 

This principle of parliamentary law, thus founded on reafon, 
thus confirmea by decifion and ufage, is now fubverted^ and with 
it muft perifli all trufi: in the (lability of the judgements of this 
Houfe. Confiflency in determination, and adherence to practice, 
have ever prevailed in well-conftituted judicatures ; fince unifor- 
mity in the application of law is of the fame importance to men 
with cleamefs in the law itfclf. This great principle, fo import- 
ant in all judicatures, is of peculiar necedity m Courts of high an4 
cxtenfive jurifdi6tion, where the errors of the Judge are more fatal, 
and the temptation to the abufe of authority more Urong. But it 
is, above^all, indifpenfable in aflemblies which mingle politi(^ai 
fundtions with judicial power. An immutable and inflexible con- 
fiftency of decilion can alone proteft their honefty from their own 
infirmities, and their character from ignominy and general con* 
tempt. We have feen an Aflcmbly thus cite urn (lanced, after hav- 
ing long adapted its flu«Sluatiog decilions to the varying intercfts of 
Candidates or Miniders, at length reduced to the humiliating ne- 
ceffity of making the confeflion of its own corruption, the ground 
of refigning its rights of judicature. We are to dread that a fimilar 
inflability of decilion, likely to be the inllrument of purpofes 
equally ambiguous, may reduce the jurildiftion of this Houfe, to 
be an object of fimilar diilrufi, degradation, and contempt. 

IV. Secaufe even if we had been convinced that the treaty of 
Union was ill interpreted, by the principle of its (lipulations, by 
the opinion of its framers, by the folemn decifion and uniform 
practice of the only tribunal competent to conftrue and apply it, we 
iliould flill regard the retroadtive eife(5t of this determination as a 
flagrant a6t of injuilice, and a grofs fraud, and delufion pradifed 
on the Peera^ of Scotland. Under the faith and authority of pc- 
folutions of this Houfe, tranfmitted to them as the rule of their 
condu6l, did they at their laft cle6lion vote. But thefc refolutioni 
are now retroactively refcinded. The compaft of this Houfe with 
thoie Peers who obeyed its injunctions is violated, and the claims 
of thofe who contemned them triumphant. A reward is granted 

Ff2 


iao PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

to difobedicnce, while thofc who have been circuthvcnted by pur 
reiblutions into any tnift in the faith or refpedt for the authority 
of this Houfe, find themfelves disfranchifed by their confidence^' 
and puni(hed for their obedience* No rule of a£tioti being deri« 
Table from ^u6tuating and contradictory decilions, there ii noiv 
left no guide for the conduct of the Peers of Scotland^ but the tem- 
porary caprice, or the corrupt intereft of Minifters and majoritiei 
of this Houfe, a condition of abjedt fervitude little to have been ap- 
prehended for their pofterity by the Scottifh Nobility, when they 
entrufled them and their rights to the good ^ith of a perpetual^ 
predominant, increafing, and irrefiftible majority of Peers, over 
whom there exifled not the check of common intereft, and againft 
whofe dccifions they left themfelves without protedtion or de* 
fence. 

LAUDERDALE. 

, Tuejday^ l^h May. 

The order of the day being read, the Houfe went into a 
Committee on the Scotch Catholic biil, Lord Cathcart in the 
chair. 

On. that claufe of the bill which enafts, " That every 
perfon profeffing the Roman-catholic religion within Scot- 
land, who fhall have taken and fubfcribed the oath of abju- 
ration and declaration therein exprefled, and in the manner 
thereby direded and required, fhall be as fully enabled to takb 
by defcent, purchafe, or otherwife, and to hold, enjoy, alienate, 
fettle, and difpofe of, any real or perfonal property whatfo- 
ever, within Scotland, as any other perfon or perfons who- 
foever," &c. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, that there feemed every 
reafon to give to the Catholics of Scotland the fame rights 
and privileges which had been very properly allowed to the 
Catholics of a neighbouring kingdom (Ireland). They were 
as good and loyal fubjedls as any in His Majefty's dominions, 
and were ready to profefs themfelves to be fo, in the ftrongeft 
poflible manner, by the oath required by the prefent bill : 
he would therefore move, as an amendment to the claufe, 
*' that Catholic Commoners, having a legal qualification, 
fhould have right to vote' for Members of Parliament, and 
that Catholic Peers (hould have right to vote a« eledions of 
Peers in Scotland. 

The LORD CHANCE;LL0R ftated, that Roman Ca- 
tholics in Scotland were under no legal difability that bo 
knew of to give their votes \ but that certain oaths were ne<« 
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teflary, and required by different ftatutes to be taken by all 
perfons whatever, previous to their voting at ele^lions^ which 
would prevent perfons profeiling the Roman-catholic religion 
from exercifing that right. And as this bill was intended 
for^ and would anfwer a good purpofe, and afford great re- 
lief) at the fame time that it was totally unconnected with 
any regulation of the law of elections, and could not, of 
courfe, go to repeal the ftatutes he had mentioned, fo far as 
refpe£ted the oaths thereby required, he hoped the noble 
Duke would agree to withdraw his motion for the amend- 
ment. 

Earl STANHOPE profeffed himfelf an enemy to all dif- 
abilities on account of religious principles, but joined in 
Wifhing the nobje Duke to withdraw his motion, which he 
thought would not anfwer the purpofe intended, and was not 
the right way of doing the thing. 

The Duke of NORFOLK faid, he ftill retained his opi- 
nion, that it would be right to adopt the amendment he had 
propofed, and that it might, without difficulty, be fo worded 
as to anfwer the purpofe intended ; but, as the fenfe of the 
Houfe feemed againft it, he had no objedion to withdraw 
his motion. 

On the next claufc, which ena6ls and declares, " That 
the aft (hall not extend, or be conftrued to extend, to enable 
any perfon profefling the Roman-catholic religion in Scot- 
land, to be governor, chaplain, pedagogue, teacher, tutor, or 
curator, chamberlain, or faftor, to any child or children of 
Proteftant parents, or to be otherwife employed in their edu- 
cation, or the trufl or management of their affairs, or to be 
fchoolmafter, profeflTor, . or public teacher of any fcience, to 
any perfon or perfons whomfoever within Scotland," 

The Duke of NORFOLK again rofe, and (tated his opi- 
nion of the injuftice, abfurdity, and impolicy of the whole of 
this claufe* He faid that, at the Reformation, there feemed 
to be more animofity betwixt the Catholics and Reformers in 
Scotland than in England, probably from the circumflance 
of the unfortunate Queen Mary having been bigoted to the 
Catholic religion, while Henry the Eighth and Elizabeth fa- 
voured the Reformation. But, even fuppofing us to be now 
at the period of the Reformation^ although probably the Re* 
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formers might have thought that a Catholic mufician ought' 
not to be Secretary of State, and might have been inclined to 
deprive the Queen of the fociety of David Rizzio in that ca- 
pacity, yet he hardly belifevcd that John Knox himfelf would 
have thought it either neceffary or right to have prevented a 
Catholic mufic-mafter from improving the ladies of Scotland 
in that art, which feemed to him to be done by this claufe of 
the prefent bill, and he would therefore move that the claufe 
be wJiolly omitted. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR regretted the objeftions 
made by the noble Duke, He faid he wiflied to avoid get- 
ting into any difcuffion whatever upon the fubjedl, which he 
thought by no means prudent. Thofe who were chiefly in- 
terefted in the operation of the prefent bill were fatisfied with 
it in its prefent form, and, before going farther, it would 
be right to be aflured that every kind of animofity was at aa 
end. 

The queftion being put on the Duke of Norfolk's motion, 
it was negatived without a divifion, and the bill, being gone 
through in the Committee, the Chairman reported the fame 
to the Houfe. Adjourned. 

Thurjdajy \6th May. 

After a debate of confiderable length, their Lordfliips 
agreed to proceed farther in the trial of Mr. Haftings to- 
morrow. 

Wednejdayy 17d May, 

The India Annuity bill was brought up from the Com- 
mons by Mr. Secretary Dundas, and read a firft time. 

The order of the day being read, the Hoiife went into a 
Committee on the Debtor and Creditor bill. 

Lord THURLOW prefented a petition from certain 
traders, &c., of the cities of London and Weftminfler, and 
borpugh of Southwark, which his Lordftiip faid was figned 
only by feven hundred perfons, or thereabouts, praying that 
the bill might not pafs into a law, and that they be allowed 
to be heard by Counfel againft the fame. His Lordfhip faid 
he did not wifh to interrupt the Committee in going through 
the bill, and would therefore move that the petitioners be 
heard by their Counfel on the third reading. Ordered. 
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On the a5th claufc of the bill, which goes to the abolifh- 
ing the rules xjf the King's Bench and . Fleet prifons, and 
cnaAs that all perfons imprifoned for debt {hall be confined 
within the walls of the prifon to which they are committed, 
a (hort converfation took place between the Lord Chancellor 
and Lord Rawdon ; after which the claufc was agreed to, 
fuppreiling thefe rules from and after Eafter Term next 
cnfuing. 

The 26th, 27th, and 29th claufes were agreed to with 
fomc amendments, and the 28th claufe was left oiit. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR objeScd to the 30th claufe, 
which goes to repeal an a£l pafled in the prefent feflion of 
Parliament,, extending and amending the Lords' ad. His 
Lordfhip infifted that this could not poflibly be done without 
infringing upon and breaking through a rule which made 
part of the conftitutibnal frame of Parliament. 

Lord RAWDON obferved, that when the former a£l was 
brought in by the noble and learned Lord (Chancellor) he 
had taken the liberty to ftate fhortly, that he hoped it would 
not interfere with the greater and« more extended objeA 
which it was well known he was about to bring forward, 
and he then underftood it to be the fenfe of the Houfk that it 
ihould not do fo. He conceived it hard to be met in this 
way, by a point of form which he thought might be got 
over, inflead of getting into a fair and full difcuffion upon 
the merits of the queflion itfelf in a matter of fuch ferioufi 
importance, which he mod anxioufly wifhed to do. 
Jf we muft perifti, we the doom obey ; 
But let us perifh in the face of day. 

Lord THURLOW agreed with the Lord Chancellor, 
that it was impoffible to introduce any thing into the'prefent 
bill which went to an alteration or repeal of an aft paffed in 
this feffion of Parliament. 

The 30th, 31ft, and 32d claufes were therefore rejedled, 
and the 33d and 37th, and intervening claufes, were agreed 
to, with fomc amendments. 

On reading the 38th claufe, which ftates that it is juft and 
expedient that fome courfe fhould be provided for enabling 
fuch debtors in execution as do not fall within the defcription 
•f the aft of the 39d of Ceo, IL^ and of the aft pafTed in 
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this prefent feflioa of Parliaofient, extending and amending 
the fame> to obtain their difcharge out oi prifon, and for 
giving to the creditors of fuch debtors the beneik of the 
iQoney, ftock in the public funds, debts due to their debtors^ 
and property of every defcription, which cannot be attached 
by legal execution, for which purpofe various enactments 
are introduced in that claufe, and in the fequel of the bill, 

The LORD CHANCELLOR rofe, and faid, that it was 
not his intention, in fo thin a Houfe, when only four noble 
Lords were prefent, and a much larger audience below the 
bar, to enter into any difcuflion upon this claufe, or upon 
the fubfequent claufes of the bill, but merely to date that ho 
difliked.the whole principle and fafaric of the bill, from this 
claufe to the end of it, which would render it both unneccf- 
fary and improper for him to trouble the Committee with 
any obfervations upon particular modes of exprei^on ; he 
would only juft obferve upon the prefent claufe, that the 
Courts of King's Bench and Common Pleas, which were 
the proper Courts in all civil a£lions in this country, were^ 
by the operation of it, to have nothing to do at all with th« 
difcharge of debtors. He was attached to the prefent fyftem 
of the laws of England, which he was not prepared to charge 
cither with injuftice or barbarity ; and, although there might, 
no doubt, be hardfhips in particular inftances, he: believed 
there never had exifted any other fyftem of law better calcu*- 
lated for the general benefit of all orders in fociety, both poor 
and rich. 

Lord RAWDON faid, that the leaving out the Judges of 
the Courts of King's Bench and Common Pleas in thefe 
claufes of the bill, and devolving the bufinefs on the Lord 
Chancellor, the Mafter of the Rolls, and Court of Exche- 
quer, had been done by him at the exprcfs defire of the no- 
ble and learned Lord who prefides in the Court of King's 
Bench, by way of relieving them from a bufinefs which was 
thought to be too operofe. His Lordfliip admitted that the 
laws of England were, in theory, equal to the poor and the 
rich ; but in praftice Jt was unfortunately quite the revqrle. 
He lamented the lofs which he muft fuftain in the progrefs of 
the bufinefs, from the want of the affiftance and concurrence 
of the noble and learned Lord-j ha was i-^folyedi howitver^ 
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that nothing (hould deter him froni piirfuing his purpofe. 
Indeed fuch was the extent of the emoluments arifing to thd 
clerks and officers of the different Courts, from the prefent 
praSice with refpeft to aSions, execution, and imprifonment 
for debt, that to every mfolvent bill that had ever been pro- 
ppfed, to every propofition of a nature fimilar to the prefent, 
the moft determined oppofition had always come from that 
quarter. Lord Rawdon was proceeding, when 

The LORD CHANCELLOk rofe, and, with confide- 
ifable warmth, faid he fpoke to order. The refleftion throwa 
out by the noble Lord appeared to him highly indecent, as 
well as unmerited, after his noble and learned friend near 
him (Lord Kenyon) and another noble and learned Lord now 
abfent, (Thurlow) as well as himfelf, had paid fo much at- 
tention to the prefent bill. In faft, the operation of the 
claufes which he objefled to would go much to increafe the 
fees and the patronage in the Court of Chancery. 

Lord RAWDON faid, that had his Lordfhip allowed hinx 
to proceed, without infifting on calling him to order, hd 
would have inftantly explained that he did not certainly 
fpeak of any intereft or emolument arifing perfonally to any 
of the noble and learned Lords themfelves, but meant only 
to allude to their making inquiries and receiving information 
from perfons deeply interefted in the continuance of the pre- 
fent fyflem, and who were habituated to reconcile themfelves 
to the profits thence derived, and were led, from a prejudice 
fufficiently natural, to throw cold water on eVery propofitioa 
fuch as the prefent. His Lordlhip then read a letter, ftating 
a moft oppreflive proceeding by an attorney againft a poor 
man, and who was now in prifon for a debt due to that at- 
torney. Such abufes, among others, were meant to be re- 
medied by the prefent bill. The profeffion of an attorney; 
his Lordihip faid, was refpeftable in itfelf ; and it was only 
from the abufe of the profeffion that any reproach had been 
entailed upon it. He was poflefTcd of the mofl evident proofs 
that that abufe had, in a vafl variety of inflances, been moft 
grofs and opprefljve, and he meant therefore then to give no- 
tice of his intentioi) to bring forward, early in the next fef- 

fion, a bill for the regulation of the practice of attornies* 
Vol. XXXV. Gg 
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His Lordfhip conducjed with a very able defence of the priii- 
^iple of the prefent bill. 

After Lme farther converfation, in which the Lord Chaa- 
cellor and Lord Kenyon objedled to the principle of the in- 
folvency claufes, and declined taking any part in amending 
them, 

Lorcf RA WDON lamented that he was deprived of fuch 
important afliftance, and faid he muft endeavour to make th« 
claufes as unob}edt ion able as be could without it. 

The remaining claufes were gone through, and the bill, 
with the amendments, ordered to be printed. • 

Adjourned* 

Thurjdajy 23^ May. 

The Report of the Committee of Privileges being react, 
for referring a queffion to the Judges, whether, by the arti- 
cles of Union and fubfequent afts of Parliament, fuch Peers 
of Scotland as have been created Peers of Great Britain by 
patent, fince the Union, have a right to vote at the ele£lions 
of fixteen Peers to reprefent the Peerage of Scotland in the 
Parliament of Great Britain. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that, after the full difcuffion 
of the fubjefl: which had taken place in the Committee, he 
would content himfelf fimply with moving, *' That th« 
Houfe do agree to the Report of the Committee.'* 

Lord CATHC ART called the attention of their Lordftiips 
to the former refolutions of the Houfe upon this fubjeft in 
1708-9 and in 1787, and infifted that it would be inconfif- 
tent with the dignity of the Houfe to refer to the opinion of 
the Judges a queftion which had been already folemnly de- 
cided by their Lordfhips ; he muft therefore give his negative 
to the motion. 

The Duke of NORFOLK thought it perfeftly clear that 
there was nothing in the articles of Union, or in any fubfe- 
quent a<3:s of Parliament, which precluded Peers of Scot- 
land, created Peers of Great Britain by patent fince the 
Union, from voting at eledlioris of the fixteen Peers of Scot- 
land. With all due deference to the refolutions of that 
Houfe, he thought they could have no binding force what- 
ever when contrary to law \ and, having no doubt upon ci- 


A. 1793. DEBATES. 227 

ttier of the points he had mentioned, he was againft putting 
the propofed queftion to the Judges, though for reafons per- 
feftly different from thofe vyhich had been given by the noble 
Lord who fpoke iaft. 

Lord GRENVILLE faid a few words in favour of the 
motion, and in anfwer to Lord Cathcart ; after which the 
Houfe divided on the motion for agreeing to the Report of* 
the Qommittee ; 

Contents, 30 ; Not Contents, 31. 
Majority againft the motion, i. . 
^The Earl of MANSFIELD then moved, "That the 
votes attempted to be given at the Iaft eleftion of the fixteen 
Peers of Scotland, by" the Duke of Qi^ieenfberry and the Earl 
of Abercorn, who had been created Peers of Great Britain 
by patent fince the Union, in contradjaion to the refolutions 
of that Houfe, in the years X708-9 and 1787^ ought not to 
be counted, n 

Lord HAWKESBURY fpoke at fome length againft the 
motion, inlifting that the refolutions of the Houfe were con- 
trary to law, and could not be binding to the efFedl of de- 
priving any perfons of a right inherent in them by the Ia\v of 
the land, and by the articles of Union, 

The Earl of MANSFIELD called upon the Houfe to aft 
with gravity and deliberation on a fubje£l of fuch magnitude, 
and with that confiftency which was abfolutely neceifary to^ 
maintain dignity and refpeft in their proceedings. His Lord- 
fhip thought it impoflible, at prefent, to get into the general 
queftion, whether their former refolutions gave a juft expofi- 
tion of the law ? becaufe as they contained the interpreratioa 
given to the law by thofe who were not only competent to 
interpret it, but were indeed the fole expounders ot it, they 
muft. be binding till refcinded ; and to refcixid them with a 
retrofpeft would be totally inconfiftent with every principle 
of juftice. 

The Earl of KINNOUL (Lord Hay) fpoke in favour of 
the motion, and ftated how inconfiftent it \yould be with the 
dignity of the Houfe to giVe to the two noble Lords wh# 
had bid defiance to its refolutions an advantage over him who 
had confcientioufly thought himfelf bound to pay a becoming 

refpedto them* 
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The Dukeof QUEENSBERRY (Lord Douglas) infifted, 
with a good deal of warmth and animation, on the propriety 
of exercifing a right which he thought himfelf clearly enti- 
tled to by the law of the land, and of which, as he conceived^ 
nothing but an aft of Parliament could deprive him. 

The Earl of MORTON (Lord Douglas of Lockleven) 
fpoke againft the motion. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and 
ipokt at confiderable length, and with much ability, in fa- 
vour of the motion. He entreated their Lordfliips to attend 
to the dignity and confiftcncy of their own proceedings. In 
a gaufe properly brought before them, and fully argued, 
immediately fubfequent to the Union, their Lordlhips had 
decided upon the conftruftion of an a6l of Parliament, in a 
matter of conftruftion of which they were not only compe- 
tent, but exclufive judges : they had then decided againft the 
right now claimed, and that dccifion had been followed bv 
uniform acquiefcence for near a century : at all events, there- 
fore, he was clearly of opinion that it was impoffible, in the 

» 

fhape of the prefent cafe, to go into the general queftion, ox 
to depart, with any fort of juftice or confiftency, from their 
former refolutions. 

Lord GRENVILLE, in a fpeech of great length, went 
much at large into the fubjeft, and combated all the argu- 
ments which had been adduced in favour of the motion, and 
infifted on the neceflity of going into the general queftion. 
He maintained that the refolutions of that Houfe were ©ot 
binding ; that they had not been fanftioned by any fubfe- 
quent praftice or acquiefcence ; and that they were direaly 
contrary to the exprefs words and meaning of the articles of 
Union- 

JEarl ST ANHOPE < reprobated the difcuflion of this fiibr 
jcfl: at a time when the Peerage of Scotland was not fully re- 
prefented, and its being decided on by the Englifli Peers and 
the Englifli fiifhops ; and fuggefted the propriety of an alte- 
ration in the words of the motion, both becaufe it ftill re- 
mained to be difcuffed, whether the votes of the two noble 
Peers had been properly given, and becaufe the motion ought 
to have been put in the affirmative^ as had always been the 
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practice sdopted in the Committee ; if the motion fliould be 
To altered, the noble Mover would of courfe give it his ncr? 
gative. 

After fome converfation between Earl Stanhqpe^ the Earl 
pf Mansfiel.d, Lord Grenville;^ the Duke of Norfolk, Earl 
Fitzwilliam, and the Lord Chancellor, it was at laft agreed 
that the motion (hould be, " that the votes of the Duke of 
Queenfberry and the Earl of Abercorn, at the laft eleftion of 
the fixteen Peers of Scotland, ought to have been counted, if 
duly tendered. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE took a general view of the 
fubjeft, and contended ftrenuoufly and forcibly againft the 
admiflion of the votes of the two noble perfons who had thus 
voted. 

The Houfe divided ; 

Contents, for the motion, - 41 

Proxies, * - - - 7 

Not Contents, - • 31 

Proxies, - - - 10 , 

—41 

Majority - "'7 

Adjourned. 

TuefJay, litbMay. 

Their Lordfliips having met, proceeded to Weftminfter- 
Hall to the trial of Mr. Haftings, when the counfel for Mr. 
Haftings clofed the defence. 

Mr. HASTINGS then addreflcd the Court nearly as fol- 
lows : 

My Lords, 

My evidence is now brought to its clofe. 

Sufficient has, I truft, been already done for every immediate pur- 
pofe of neceflary juftification; and, it is not, my Lords, from any 
apprehenHon which I entertain, leflany defeats of this kindfhould 
cxiil, or from a vain opinion that they could be fupplie^ by me, 
that I prefent myfelf once more to your Lordfliips' attention. No, 
my Lords, I leave the proof which I have offered to its juft and ne- 
ceflary operation, without any degree of doubtful anxiety for the 
ifTue. But, my Lords, I rife for a purpofc, which no external tef- 
timony can adequately fupply, to convey to your Lordfhips' minds 
a fatisfa6tton which honourable minds may poflibly expect, and 
which the folemn obfervations of a man, imprefTed with a due fenfe 
of the facred obligations of religion and, honour, can alone adequately 
convey. 
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I know that the a6lual motives of humah conduct are often dark 
•nd myfterious, and fometimes infcrutable. As far as the fubjeft is 
capable of farther afcertainment, and the truth can be fcaled by a ftill 
more fqlemn atteflation, it is a duty which innocence owes to itlelf 
to afford it. 

In the prefence, therefore, of that being, from whom no fecreti 
arc hid, I do, upon a full review and fcrutiny of my paft life, unr 
equivocally and confcicntioully declare, that, in the adminirtration 
of that truft of Government, which was during fo many years con- 
Sded to me, I did, in no inilance, xntcntiotially facrifice the interefl 
of my country to any private views of my own perfonal advantage ; 
that, according to my beft Ikill and judgement, I invariably pro- 
moted the cirentialiiiterefls of my employers, the happinefs and prof^ 
perityof the people committed to my charge, and the welfare and 
honour of my country, and at no time with more entire devotion of 
mtnd and purpofe to thefe obje£ls, than, during that period, in which 
my accufers have endeavoured to reprefent me as occupied and cn- 
groifed by the bafe purfuit of low, fordid, and intcrdi6ted emolu7 
lucnt. 

It may be expe(5^cd of me to fay fomething in addition to what 
you have heard from Mr. Woodman, re fpe^ting the actual ftare and 
extent of my fortune. 

He has proved the total amount of my remittances from InJia dur* 
ing the period of my government; and that tl)e balance of my for- 
titnc, when laftadjufted, fliortly after my return to England i>.\ 1785, 
amounted to little more than 65,000!. 

1 proteft, in the name of Almighty God, that I made no remit- 
tances to England during that period, which were not made to him, 
and my other Attorneys joined in truft with him; that I had no 
other perfons in England, or Europe, in truft of my pecuniary 
concerns : and that his account pf thofe remittances is accurately 
true, according to my beft means of knowledge and belief upon the 
fubjc^J arid that, including thofe remittances, I, at no ti\ne, pof- 
feiTed a fortune which exceeded, at its moft extended amount, th^ 
film of locoool. ; and in this calculation, I would be underftood to 
comprehend every kind and defcription of property whatfoever. 
That, at the period of my return from England, my fortune did 
not exceed the balance, already mentioned to have been then in the 
hands of my Attorneys, by more than the fum of 25,000!. amount- 
ing, on the largeft calculation, to an aggregate funi of between 80 
and 90,0001.; and all the property which I poflels, ftands pledged 
at the prefent moment for the difcharge of fuch debts as I have con- 
tracted fince the commencement of this long-depending trial. 

Thefe are the enormous fruits of thirteen years of imputed rapa^ 
city and peculation, and of upwards of thirty years of adivcandim? 
portant fervice. 

My Lords, I know not how I can more fully and explicitly dif, 
avow every purpofe of appropriating to my own benefit any of thq 
yarious fums received, and applied by me to the Company's fervice 
in moments of extreme peril and exigency, than in the very terms iix 
which I expreffed fuch difavowal at your Lordfliips' bar Tn the 
month of June, 1791. I agaia repeat, that ""I foleranly, and 
with a pure confcience, affirmi that 1 never did harbour fi^ch ^ 
thought for a finglc ijiftant," 
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If, in addition to the proof upon your Lordihlps*^ tabk, of tHa 
juftice and ncceffity of the mcafures which are the fubjecfts of th«, 
two firft articles of the charge^ it can be required of me by ah a6t of" 
folemn and facred atteiktion on my part, to vouch the truth of my 
defence in thefe particulars, and»to vindicate my character from the 
unfounded charge of malice alledged to have been entertained by me 
again ft the immediate objcdls of thofe meafures, 1 once more Call 
God to witnefs, that no motive of perfonal enmity, no views of per- 
fonal advantage to myfelf, or others, induced the adoption, on my 
part, pf any of thofe meafures, for which I am at this day crimw 
nally queftipned ; but that, in every inftance, I a£ted under the inv* 
mediate and urgent fenfe of public duty, in obedience to the irrc-« 
Miblc demands of public fafety, and to vindicate the jufl: rights of 
the empire committed to my care again ft thofe who, m a moment 
of its greateft peril, were engaged in hoftile confederacy to deftroy 
it. 

I have no doubts, but that upon a fair review of all the exifting 
circumftances, and the means of information then before me, no 
lavifti or improper expenditure of public money will be found to 
have taken place in refpedt to the contradts formed during my admi- 
niftration. 

For the prudence and fuccefs of the regulations adopted and pur- 
fued in relpe<St to the control and management of the public revenue, 
I truft I may be allowed to appeal to the flouriftiing condition which 
the Company** Provinces enjoyed during the period of my govern- 
ment, and which has been, from the continued operation of the 
fame caufe, in a courfe of progreilive improvement to the prefent 
hour. , 

I know that your Lordftiips will, iji your own enlightened and 
impartial wifdom, juftly eftimate the difficulties by which I was fur^ 
rounded, during a long and arduous period of public fervice: that 
you will allow for all the embarraflinents arifing from the long coun- 
teraction of my aflbciates in the Government; for errors re ful ting 
from thehoneft imperfection of my own judgement — from occafional 
deference to others, and from the varying fenfe of expediency which 
at different periods governed my own. 

Your Lordfhips well know, that the imperious exigencies of public 
affaii*s often prefent to the fervant of the State no alternative but the 
painful choice of contending evils. 

The tranfcendant and peremptory duty of my iituation was to de- 
vife and to procure the neccfTary means of public fafety. Feeling, 
as I did, the exigencies of the Government as my own, and every 
prelTure upon them refting with equal weight upon my mind ; be- 
Heged, as at fome times 1 was, by the hourly and clamorous im- 
portunities of every department of the military fervice; goaded at 
others with the cries of our then famifhed fettlemcnts on the coaft of 
Coromandel; fliould I have deferveci well, I do not fay of my 
country, but of the common caufe of fuffering humanity, if I had 
pun6lilioufly ftood aloof from thofe means of fupply which gratitude 
or expectation enabled me to appropriate to the inftant relief of fuch 
diftrelTes ? 

The whole tenor and conduCt of my public life is now, n^y 
Lords, before you : it has undergone a fcrutiny of fuch extent and 
fe verity as can find no parallel in former timesi and I truft will, in 
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many of the peculiar circumftances i^hich have charaderifedand di{^ 
tinguilhcd this trial, leave no example to the future. 

My Lords, t have now performed the mofi folemn duty of my life^ 
and with this I clofe my defence. 

I may now, I trull, aflliredly cOnlider myfelf aS arrived at the 
threftioid of my deliverance, at that period when no delay or pro- 
craftination can prevent the fpeedy and final termination of the pro- 
ceedings before your Lordfliips. 

After fuch recent and acceptable proof on the part of your Lord-i 
ihips, of your earned difpoiition to accelerate the conclufion of thiii 
trial, it would betray an unwarrantable and unbecoming diflruft of 
your juftice to offer any requefl to your Lordfliips on this fubje^t, had 
1 not other caufes of appreheniion. At this momentous and' awful 
crifis, ignorant of what may be in the minds of others, I am coiti- 
pclled to obviate every poflible, even though improbable, danger. 

In the fhort addrefs which I made to your Lordfliips on Friday laft^ 
I ftated, that I fliould wave the obfervations of my Counfel on the 
evidence of the article then before the Court, and both the opening 
and application of the evidence on the next ; and that I made tbefe 
facrifices, well aware of their importance, for the cx[ircfs purpofe of 
affording ample time to mv profecutors, during what remained of the 
probable term of this feflion, to make their reply. 

If the Managers for the Commons had been equally defirous of ac- 
celerating the clofe of this trial, and I had a right to fuppofc that they 
were fo, from their repeated declarations to that effedt ; what I had 
{aid might have been conftrued an offer of mutual accomitiodation : 
but, my Lords, it was received with refentment, and anfwered 
with reproach and worfe inflnuation. 

What other conclufion can I put upon this conduct, biit that 
which is conveyed to* my ears from every quarter, that they mean 
to endeavour to prevail on your Lordfliips to adjourn over this trial 
to its 7th year, that one more may be given them to prepare their 
replies, I do not know that this is their intention; but I may be 
allowed to fuppofe it ; and though imprefled with the firmefl confi- 
dence in the juft and favourable difpofition of your Lordfhips, 1 
cannot but dread the event of a queftion in which my rights may be 
at iflue, with fuc.h opponents as the Managers of this profecution, 
fpeaking in the name of the Houfe of Commons, and of all the 
Commons of Great Britain. \ 

To meet fuch an attertipt, if made, I humbly offer to your Lord- 
fliips the following arguments, mofl anxioufly recommending thepfi 
to your conlideration. 

In an addrefs to a Court of Britifh Peers, I cannot offend by 
pleading the rights which I pofTefs as a Britifii fubjedt— Rights which 
are alfured to me in common with all my fellow fubjeSs of thia 
realm, by the pledges of ancient charters, and the fanflion of an 
oath, the moft folemn that can be tendered, or taken by man. My 
Lords, I claim the performance of that facred promife, in all its 
implied abligations, that juflrce be adminiflered to me, and that it 
be adminiftered now. 

In the long period of another year, I may be numbered with thofe 
of my noble judges, whom I have, withforrow, feen drop off year 
after year : and in aggravation of the lofs which I have fuftained by 
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their (jeaths, I may. thus lofe the judgement of their fumvors^bjr 
niyown. ^ . 

To the precepts and ran6lions of the law, I join the rights which 
are derived from the practice of it. 

In the other Courts of this kingdom their criminal procefs is li« 
mited in its duration by exprefs and pofitive regulations. 

On this high Court, charged with other various and important 
duties, the wifdom of our anccflors has impofed no rcftraint but the 
rule of honour: and to that honour I make this, my lafl, appeal ; 
humblv praying, that if in the courfe of this hard and long-extended 
trial, I have conduiSled myfclf with the mod patient and refpedtful 
fubmiiTion, and borne all the aggravating circum{!ances of it with a 
tranquillity of mind, which nothing buta confcioufnefs of integrity, 
and an equal reliance on your ultimate j^^ice, I may obtain front 
your Lordfhips this only grace, that your Lordfliips will order the 
trial, now pall its legal procefs, to continue to its final concluCoa 
during the prefent fellion. 

Mr. Fox faid, the Managers were called upon for themfelves, th^ 
Houfe of Commons, and all the Commons of Great Britain, to no- 
tice the obfervation which feemed to iifiply that they had wilfully 
prQtra<5ted the trialrr-an obfervation which they muu have noticed 
with more feverity had It come from any other quarter. They 
could appeal to their Lordfliips^ to the Public, and to the worla, 
that they had in no inflance protracted the trial ; and, on a review 
of the whole proceedings, he was confident it would appear that xi 
delay were imputable to either fide, which he was far from believ- ' 
ing that it was, the prefumption would be rather againft thofe who 
had conducted the defence, than againfl thofe who hadmfinaged the 
profecution. Their Lordfliips were bound in honour to expedite 
the proceedings, as much as was con (Klent with the ends of fupflan- 
tial juftice, and no more ; and whatever they might think expedient 
to that end, they would meet with no delay on the part pf the Ma- 
pagers, 

Mr. Burke faid, the infinuation of delay on the part of the Ma- 
nagers, had been fo often thrown out without any remark upon k by 
their Lordfliips, that the Managers muft think it neceflary to take 
the opinion of thofe by whom they were appointed, on their paft, 
and their diredtions, for their future condudt. 

Their Lordfliips having returned to their own Houfe, fent 
a meflage to the Houfe of Commons, that they would proceed 
farther in the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. on Wednefday 
fe'nnight. Adjourned till 

Friday^ yiftMay. 

The order of the day being read, fot receiving the report of 
jhe Committee of the whole Houfe on the Pebtor and Creditor 
bill ; the report was/ received, and the amendments agreed tQ 
by the Houfe. On the queftion for the third reading of the 
bill, the oriler for hearing Coun&l, «n behalf of certain traders 
pf the cities of London an4 Weftminftery andbojPQi^h kf 
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Soutlxwarkj was read, and Counfel being ordered to be called 
in. 

My. Dallas appeared as Counfel for thefe petitioners, and 
objefted chiefly to thofe claufes of the bill, which limit arrefts 
on mefne procefs to fums exceeding 2ol., which permit the 
juftificathon of bail at the Judges' chambers, and which relate 
to the difcharge of debtors, all which claufes, he argued, wouU 
be extremely injurious in their operation to the retail traders in 
this rich and populous city : he argued alfo, that at all events, 
the bill ought not to have a retrofpeftiye operation, as to debts 
previoufly contra<Sedy which it would* have in its prefent fhape. 

After Counfel had been ordered to withdraw. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe, and faid that great credit was due 
to the noble Lord who brought forward the bill, for the pains 
he had taken, and for the Taudable obj eft which he had in view. 
He approved of the great features of the bill, but meant to pro- 
pofe fome amendments, which he conceived would be necef- 
fary^ and perhaps,, for this purpofe, and that the bill might bfc 
made as perfeft as poflible, tlje beft way would be, that it 
fbould be re-committed. 

Lord RAWDON faid, that from the variety of alterations 
which the bill had undergone in the Committee, he was fen- 
fible that feveral amendments would be neceflary ; and he 
could therefore have no objeftioa to the re-commitmeilt. 

Earl STANHOPE then obferved, that he, who thought there 
were a great many excellent regulations in the bill, was cer- 
tainly de (irons that it fhould be re-committed ; hut if there were 
any noble Lords prefent who objefted entirely to the general fa- 
bric and principle of the bill, they ought now to come forward 
and (late their objeftions ; if no noble Lord fhould do fo, he 
would move, that the bill be recommitted. 

LordTHURLOW was of opinion that, unlefa imprifon- 
ment for debt was unneceflary for the fuppoi-t of credit, it ought 
to .exift : if it was neceffary foi* that purpofe, it ought to be a 
real imprifonment, and. they being allowed to^^be at large wUh- 
in the rules, as was the prefent praftice, was furely extremely 
improper. But imprifonment for debt was either intended for 
coercing payment to the creditor,, or as the puniihment of 
fraud ; and he could fee no principle either of juftice or exjpedi- 
ency for alio wing a debtor, who might appear to have aded 
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fairly with refpefl to one or two debts, which alone were the 
fubje<a of inveftigation, to procure a liberation and difoharge 
from all his other debts, as. to which his condii<9; might havt 
been very different : his Lordfhip made a good many obferva- 
tions ; and faid, that, although he did not fee any proper or 
confident principle operating throughout the bill, in its pre- 
fent (hape, which could meet his mind upon the fubjeS, yet 
he did not fay, that it might not be fo modelled as to become a 
beneficial meafure, and to call for his approbation. In this 
view he approved of the recommitment, that it might be ren- 
dered as perfeft as poffible. 

Lord RAWjDON mgde a few ^bfervations, in anfwer to 
Lord Thurlow, but faid it was unneceflary for him to go into 
any detail of argument, as the noble and learned Lord did not 
objeft to going into a recon>mltment of the bill. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and faid 
that he muft certainly oppofe the recommitment, unlefs it was 
intended, in the Committee, to make a great and cffential 
change in the bill. He had formerly given his opinion, which 
^e ftill retained, ths^t the infolvept claufes were unjuft in prin- 
ciple and imprafticable in execution ; they ftruck at the whole 
fyilem of the law of England with refpeft to debtor and cre- 
ditor, an attempt which, in his opinion, was highly dangerous, 
and which did not appear to be juftified by any neceffity fuffi- 
ciently urgent. J3ut even in that fyflem, (as in many others 
which are generally good,) he was ready to admit that there 
might be particular inconveniencies, and individual hardfhips, 
to which perhaps fome remedy might be fafely applied. The 
fecurity of the creditor, as connedled with general credit, was 
the intereft of the debtor no lefs than of the creditor ; but every 
falfe expence, every delay, every uncertainty in the recovery of 
debts ought to be avoided. In his prefent view of the cafe he 
was rather inclined to the limiting arrefts on mefne procefs, tp 
fums above 20I. — He thought alfo that the (hortening, abridg- 
ing, and cutting off expence from proceedings on mefne pro- 
cefs was another very attainable objedl ; and a proper regula- 
tion- as to the treatment of debtors in gaol, he ihould confidcr 
?ilfo as very important matter. But he was for proceeding 
even as to thefe with great timidity, and only for a fliort time 
ty way of experiment. His Lordfhip thea proteeded to ftat# 
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% variety of objcAions to the principle of the bill in many parts 
of it. His wifti, he faid, was for the recommitment, that it 
might be made, in the Committee, a complete ftate of the 
projeft of the noble Lord who brought it forward. He con- 
fefled^ that though he approved of feveral regulations of the 
bill, he did not feel that he could fuDiciently digeft them, fo as 
to reconcile his mind to agreeing to them this feilion \ and he 
would therefore propofe that the bill, when gone through in 
the Committee, fliould lie over till next feilion, and that it 
fbouTd be referred to the Judges, that they might bring in a 
bill framed upon, their ideas. The noble Lord would ftill be 
entitled to much Credit, and they Would receive great help and 
affiftance from his labours and fuggeftlons. 

Lord RAWDON reprobated, in ftrong and manly terms, 
the propofition of the noble and learned Lord who had juft fat 
down, and faid that nothing would be more difagreeable to 
him than to recommit the bill for the purpofe he had mentioned, 
if there was no ferious intention to go through with it, but 
pnly to allow it to fleep over till next fefllon. As to the nc- 
ceflity of the bill, his Lordfhip faid, that he had dated the 
grounds of that neceffity fully, on the fecond reading of the 
bill, which he would not repeat at length : he had then ftated 
the poflibility of abufes, and the probability of exifling op- 
predion, under the operation of the law as it dands at prefent. 
If the debtor has no means, imprifonment cannot force from 
him what he does not podefs: in faft, the law has protedled 
the elFeds of the debtor, where they are apparent, againd the 
creditor; and .that was highly unjud: where the means are 
jiot apparent, it has left the debtor entirely at the mercy of an 
intereded and probably a chagrined and irritated individual — a 
debtor who may probably be innocent and unfortunate } this 
was furely no Icfc unjud. The natural confequences of fuch 
* law appeared, in a great variety of indances, in the report 
of the Committee of the Houfe of Con^mons ; indances of 
imprifonment for 9, 10, and even 20 years, for debts, amount- 
ing to no more than as many pounds; and, on the other hand^- 
the cafe of a Mr. Pope itnprifoned for a debt of io,oool. ; who, 
as was proved in Court, was worth no lefs than 40,0001. and 
whp had remained in prifon for 10 years, fetting his creditors 
a|t defiance. Thcfc cafes, however ftrong, however fhocking 
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both to jufticB and humanity, were the natiiral refiilt of fuch 
principles and rules of law-: but fhall no reoiedy be applied to 
fuch glaring abufes? \ 

HisLordfhip anfweredall the rcafoning of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, by a variety of forcible arguments, and cpncludied a 
moft able and animated fpeech with faying, that their Lord- 
fhips might talk of putting off this bill to another feilron, as if 
it were to another week, but to thofe whom it was meant to 
relieve, the delay was a ferious matter indeed ; to recommit it, 
for the purpofe of putting it off for another feflion was totally 
unbecoming the dignity of the Houfe, and he muft complain 
loudly that this oppofition had not been made fooner, in({ead 
of giving that apparent countenance to the meafure, which it 
had received in its progrefs during fo long a period of the feffion. 

The queftton for the recommitment of the bill was then puf- 
and carried. 

A converfation afterwards enfued betwixt the Lord Chan- 
cellor, Earl Stanhope, Lord Thurlow, and Lord Rawdon, as 
to the time when the bill (hould be recommitted ; Lord Raw- 
don declaring that he would much rather the bill fhould be 
cruflied altogether, than thus fet to fleep over for another fef- 
fion ; he faid it was not a novel fubjed, but one which he had 
been agitating in that Houfe for years, and he was determined 
to take the fenfe of the Houfe. At laft a motion was made by 
Lord Thurlo\(r, that the bill ihould be recommitted on that day 
jwo months; to which Lord Stanhope moved, as an amend- 
ment, to leave out the words ^* two months,*' for the purpofe 
ofinferting " Monday next." 

The Houfe divided on the qucftion, that the words ** two 
months" ftand part of the motion. 
Contents, 10 ; Not-contents, 5. Majority againft the bill, 5, 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday y "idjune. 

Lord GREN VILLE moved, that an humble addrefs be pre- 
fentedto His Majefty, expreffing to His Majefty the thanks of 
that Houfe, for his moft gracious meifage relative to the conti- 
nuation of the penfion allowed to the late Lord Rodney, and 
afluring His Majefty of the fupport and concurrence of ^at 
Houfe in carrying into eSe£b His Majefty's gracious intentions 
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for coivtimiing the penfion of aoool. per annum to thofe per- 
fons on whom the title of Lord Rodney jQhall be fettled. 

' The Duke of CLARENCE rofe, and faid he could not give 
a filent vote on the prefent occafion. The fervices of the late 
JLo^d Rodney were fo valuable, that it' did infinite honour to 
His Majefty's Minifters to pay every refpedl to his memory, 
5uch fervices deferved the higheft rewards from his country ; 
!>nd he was happy to bear his public teftimony to their value 
;ind importance. Hi? Roy^l Highnefs faid, that he had parti- 
cular reafon to endeavour to do juftice to the Angular merits of' 
his dece^fed friend, who, unhappily for his country, was no 
inprc ; but he hoped the Houfe would indulge him a few mo- 
ments, while he briefly recalled to their recoUeftion the public 
fervice§his Lordfhip had rendered^ which he was certain they 
never could forget. * 

Lord Rodney, his Royal Highneft obferved, had taken Mar-- 
tinique fron^ the French, in the war before the laft. In the 
laft war, in going out to Gibraltar, he had tlaken a Spanvfh 
Admiral, with a valuable convoy: without this mod fortunate 
capture, Gibraltar was fo Ihort of provifions, that the moft fe^ 
rious confequences were to be apprehended ; he had abundantly 
ftipplied the garrifon, and happily relieved it. The Houfe 
would recolleft that Lord Rodney had taken the Ifland of S.t. 
Euftatius, and a Dutch convoy ; b^ut the moft glbjjous periocj 
of his public life was the tAvelfth of April 1782, which woulc} 
ever be held as a, moft facred epoch in this country. The ene- 
mies of England were vain enough to think they could crufl^ 
her for ever ^ but the event of that day had clearly proved, that 
a Briiifti fleet, of nearly equal force, when oppofed to a Ffench 
fleet, would be certain of viftory. The vidlory of the twelfth 
of April was fo much the more honourable to Lord Rodney, al^ 
it was obtained over De GraflTe, one of the beft and braveft 
Admirals that France ever produced. Had it been in the 
power of valour to have faved a brave man from difgrace and. 
misfortune, it would never have been the lot of De Grafle to. 
have been difgraced and banifhed from the French Court — a 
concjufl:, however, that had too often prevailed in Courts. — 
It was that victory that decided the fate of the war, and taught 
our particular enemy France, that however for a nsiomcnt wfe 
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might be deprefled, we arofe after a feeming defeat with reno-^ 
vated courage and valour. 

His Royal Highnefs hoped thfe Houfe would pardon his ex- 
patiating on the virtues and great profeflional merit of his de- 
ceafed friend, for which he, and every officer of the navy en- 
tertained the higheft refpeft and veneration. 
I The order of the day being read for the fecond reading of 
the bill for regulating the government and trade of India, 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that if it were neceflary for 
him to enter at large into any general detail on the fubjeft of 
our pofleffions in India, or into any fpeculative difcuflion 
"with refpeft to, the mode in which India ought to be governed, 
and in which the trade to that country ought to be carried on, 
this would open a very wide and extenfive field indeed. But, 
in the prefent cafe, it did not appear to him that this was in 
any (hape neceflary ; becaufe he felt that the ground he had to 
go on was very much narrowed, by having a juft and well- 
founded experience as a guide ; a guide which was, at all 
times, perhaps the beft, but more peculiarly fo under fbch 
circumftance« as exifted at prefent. Nine years experience 
had proved the benefit of the prefent fyftem, and there ap- 
peared therefore no juft reafon why it (hould be ahered. The 
prefent bill, of courfe, aflumed for its principle the continu- 
ance of that fyftem ; but as ideas had been entertained by 
fome, that, in the hands of the Eaft-India Company, the 
trade to India was confined within narrower limits than wouW 
be the cafe if it were open to be engaged in by the whole 
capital, and the whole fpirit of enterprife in this country, pro- 
vifions were now, for the firft time, introduced into the pre- 
fent bill, which would give an opportunity for trying the ex- 
periment, by allowing merchants and traders to adventure on. 
their own bottom, under certain neceflary regulations. The 
only other material new regulations in this bill were two, viz. 
I, That which regards the conftitution of the Board of Con- 
trol, whereby His Majefty is enabled to appoint two commif- 
iioners of that Board with certain fixed falaries ; and, 2, That 
which regards the appropriations to be made of the territorial 
revenue of India, His Lordftiip then ftated fliortly the mod* 
of appropriation of thefe revenues appointed by the bill ; and 
faid> that having given the general outlines of the bill, which 
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he had touched on but very flightly in regard to their import- 
ancO) he did not think it neceflary to trouble their Lordihips 
with going ipore at large into the fubjeft, and would there- 
fore conclude with moving that the bill be read a fecond time. 
\ The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, that if he agreed m 
the difcuffion of the prefent bill, to follow the noble Lord 
who fpoke Iaft> in waving the general argument upon the 
principle of the bill, he begged it might not be underftood as 
if he entertained any opinion that it was not extremely poffi- 
ble to lay open^ the trade, to India, under fuch regulations as 
might render the meafure extremely beneficial to this country ; 
but as he meant chiefly to obje6l to particular claufes of the 
bill, what he had to offer to their Lordfhips would come mor^ 
properly to be ftated in the Committee. 

The Pifhop of LONDON did not rife ,to oppofe the bilt, 
but to notice what he thought a very material omiflion in it. 
No claufe had been inferted with regard to the interefts of the 
Chriftian religion, although it had ever promoted the happi- 
nefs of every people among whqm it had been propagated. 
Divine fervice was performed at the chief fettlements, fuch as 
Bengal, Madras, and Bombay ; but at all the lefTer, and fome 
of them confiderable towps, people who had refided there for 
twenty years had never once heard it performed ; nor had 
chaplains been appointed- to their fbips, which, according to a 
former aft of Parliament, fhips of five hundred tons burden- 
were to carry. His Lordfhip did i\pt think that the Gentoos, 
on account of their different cafls, and other infuperable ob- 
jedlions, could be converted to Chriftianity ^ but the Hindoos 
were not in the fame fituation ; and in an obje^l fo important, 
nothing (hould be left unattempted for the happinefs of man- 
kind. He would therefore propofe fome claufes in the Com- 
mittee, which, he hoped, would be adopted. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he rofe chiefly for the 
purpofe of joining his noble friend, (the Earl of Guildford) 
in begging that it might not be underftood that he thought the 
trade to India might not be laid open with much benefit to the 
country, although he waved entering into any debate on the 
general principle of the bill. He difapproved, therefore, of 
the prefent bill as a permanent law, and as taking in fo long a 
range of time \ nor could he admit, with the noble Lord^ 
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(Grenville) that the natives were happy under the prefent fyf- 
tcm. This bill, he confefled, appeared to him tb be altoge- 
ther a fyftem of corruption ; it held out to the public a reve- 
nue of 500,000!.— to the Direftors, an additional falary> &c. 
He would not, however, enter farther into the fubjedl at pre- 
fent, as he conceived th6 proper ftage for debate would be in 
the Committee, when the claufes (hould come to be feparately 
difcuffed. 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid, that the objeaions to the bill 
were the moft extraordinary that ever were made. It was, 
becaufe the bill increafed the manufaftures and trade of the 
country ; becaufe it gave a larger falary to ft)me perfons, and 
a greater dividend to the Company ; becaufe it increafed the 
happinefs and profperity of all, that it was condemned as im- 
politic and unjuft. His Lordfhip thought that ihefe very cir- 
cumflances were the higheft proof its policy and wifdom. It 
might be confidered as a mighty whole, diffufing wealth and 
profperity to all its parts, and invigorating and enriching the 
parent country* and her moft diftant appendages. He therefore 
hoped it would meet with the full approbation of their Lord- 
fliips. 

The bill was then read a fecond time, and ordered to bp 
committed to a Committee of the whole Houfe on Wednefday 
next, — Adjourned till Wednefday, 

Wednefdayy yh June. 

Lord RAWDON'faid, that before the orders of the day 
were proceeded on, he begged to folicit the attention of the 
Houfe for. a very few minutes. Being informed that a bill 
was juft about to be brought up to their Lordftiips, for ex- 
plaining and amending an zd paifed during the prefent feffion, 
for enabling His Majefty to dirc<9: the iffue of Exchequer bills, 
to be applied for the relief and fuppoft of mercantile credit, 
he thought it right to mchtion to the Houfe, that he had 
karned from the beft authority, that much diftrefs and much 
ferious inconvenience had arifen to many commercial houfes 
in this country, from the entire ftoppage of their remittances 
from France, which, he understood, was by no means wiflied 
for on the part of France, but was owing folely to the impe- 
diments thrown in the way of making fuch remittances by 
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the operation of the Traitctous Correfpondcncc a£l ; he un- 
derftood alfo that there were many perfons, fubjeSs of this 
country^ who were at prefent difperfed in different parts on the 
coaft of Frattce, and prevented from returning, to their native 
country, by the impoffibilrty of procuring either remittances, 
or the neceflkry paffports. His Lordfbip faid that he did not 
mean to make any motion on the fubjeft, but merely to fub- 
mit it to the candid conlideration of the noble Secretary of 
State^ (Lord GrenvilleJ whether fome amendments ought not 
to be made in the Traiterous CorrefpondenQe a6l, fo as to ob- 
viate thefe great and evident inconveniencies. 

The order of the day being read> the Houfe went into a 
Committee on the bill for regulating the government and trade 
of India, Lord Cathcart in the chair. 

On reading that part of the bill ^hich enadls, " that as 
well the faid Commijlioners, or fuch or fo many of them as 
His Majefty (hall think fit, as likewife their fecretaries, and 
other officers^ (liall \)t paid fuch fixed falaries as His Majefty 
fhall, by any warrant or warrants, &c. diredl. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD rofe, and objcaed ftrongly 
to that part of the claufe which went to the givi^ng falaries to 
any of the Commiffioners of the Board of Control. His 
Lordfhip faid, that when the Houfe of Commons had voted 
that the influence of the Crown had increafed, was increafing, 
and pught to be diminifhcd ; and when, two years afterwards, 
their Lordfliips had joined the other Houfe in aboliftiing cer- 
tain offices, for the purpofe of diminifliing that influence, he 
had been one of thofe who did not concur either in the necef- 
fity or propriety of thefe meafures. He could not however 
go fo far, as to give his concurrence to what was at prefent 
propofed to be done by the claufe, under the confideration of 
the Houfe, viz. the taking money out of the pocket of the 
Eaft-India Company, for the mere purpofe of increafing the 
patronage of the Crown ; he ridiculed the idea which, he 
faid, had been attributed by fomc impertinent newfpapers, to 
Z right honour.able Secretary of State, (Mr. Dundasj of train<^ 
ing up young men in this way to Indian politics ; and as be 
could fee nothing either in the fituation of this country, or of 
India, to juftify a meafurc, the principle of v^hich he highly 
difapproved, be muit give it his negative, and would therefore 
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move, »s an amendment to the claufe, that the words, ^' as 
ivell the faid Conimiflioners, or fuch and fo many of thetn 
as His Majefty fhall think fit, as likewife," fliould be left out. 
Lord HAWKESBURY faid, that he felt fome anxiety to 
anfwer what had fallen from the noble Earl who had juft fat 
down^ With regard to the proceedings alluded to by the no- 
ble Earl, which had taken place about ten years ago, he had 
entirely agreed with the noble Earl ihat there was no neceffity 
for diminifhing the influence of the Crown. His Lordfhip 
then alluded to the abolitions of diflFerent offices that had been 
made, in confequence of the plan of a right honourable gen- 
tleman, (Mr. Burke) particularly of the Board of Trade, in 
place of which a Committee of Council had been fubftitutcd, 
at the head of which he was. How the abolition of that 
Board had come into the head of the right honourable gentle- 
man, he could not tell, for it had been, at the period of its 
eftablifliment, a very popular meafure ; much advantage had 
been expefted from it, and much benefit had been derived 
from it, in training up young men in the fchool of political 
knowledge and infomlation. The bufinefs of India was of 
fuch extent and intricacy, that the afltftance of young men 
wis abfolutely neceflary, who had been trained tjp in the know- 
ledge of it, and who fliould dedicate to it all their attention^ 
The prefent meafure was one for the prefervation of the reve- 
nue and of the commerce of the Eaft- India Company, and it 
was therefore juft that the expence fliould fall on them. With 
refpeft to the influence of the Crown^ it had been touch di- 
miniflied in the prefent reign, below what it had been from 
the reign of King William downwards, though the bufinefs 
and weight of Government had much increafed ; nor did he 
wifli to add to it more thin was abfolutely neceflary for carry- 
ing throiigh the bufinefs of Government. The prefent mea* 
fure appeared to him both proper and neceflary^ and therefor^ 
had his fupport. 

Earl FITZWILLIAM defended the meafure of ^bolitba . 
of certain pfiices which had been brought forward by the right 
honourable gentleman alluded to, which, he faid, had been 
purfued on a fyftem that, as he underftood, was approved by 
everybody; nor had he ever, heard of any general regret oa 
iiccoont of the abolition of the Board of Trade^ as being fuch 
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an excellent nurfery for young ftatefmen. His Lordfliip diC- 
appraved of the claufe as it flood, and thought that if any fa- 
lary was fo be given, it ought only to be to one perfon, who 
flioutd be confidersd as Secretary of State for India, and on 
whom refponfibility (hould reft, without his being cmbarraffed 
and loaded with any afliftants, who might aS, in fome ihapc, 
like little fucking vefllls in drawing off all the fecrets of Go- 
vernment, as well as in dividing or kflcning the refponfibility. 
At prefent, he confidered the Prcfident of the Board of Con- 
trol as in fitt Secretary of State for India ; and if a fuperin- 
tendance by Government of the affairs of India was necefTary, 
it ought to be in the hands of one perfon. He could not but 
fuppofe that there were young ,men enow in this country 
who would be nobly ambitious of acquiring that knowledge 
which was necellary to diflinguifb them and render them ufc- 
ful in the fervice of their country, without having the induce- 
ment of any temporary emolument* As to the influence of 
the Crown, though, he confefTed, be would not incline to be 
always picking at it, he could not acquiefce in a fydem 
which went fo dire£lly to increafe it as the meafure now pro- 
pofed. 

•Lord HAWKESBURY faid a few words in explanation. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that the idea of pub- 
lic boards for training up young ftatefmen was quite novel to 
him. He had ever been taught to believe that the two Houfes 
of Parliament were the proper and conftitutional fchools for 
that purpofe, in which they were to be inured to bufinefs, and 
to be inftrudted in political and conftitutional knowledge* 
Was it, he would afk^ in His Majefty's Cabinet, or from any 
obfervations he has been led to make there, that the noble 
Lord (Hawkeibury) has been taught the neceflity that thofe 
who fill the higbeft departments of the State fhould be trained 
up to them by pafling through the fubordinate offices ? If fo, 
fuch obfervation might have its efFeft upon the mind of the 
noble Lord ; but having no fuch means of information, he 
l*ould not accede to the dodlrine. His Lordfhlp faid, he agreed 
entirely, that thofe perfons who were employed in a public 
board, ought to be paid for their trouble : but are not the pre- 
fent Members of the Board of Control paid, while one of 
them is Treafurer of the Navy, others Vice Treafurers of 
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Ireland^ &g. ? Of What confequtnce Was it, whether the fa* 
lary was annexed ^to the office, or a confequence, or attendant 
%}{ it } But, befides what he had already urged> and befides 
the alarming incrcafe of influence and of patronage, one great 
objedion he had to the prefent claufe was, that it militated 
entirely againft the ground held out as the great principle of 
the reft of this bill, viz. the ground of experience. Of all 
that had been done,, under the exifiing fyfteniy perhaps the 
noble Lord would think that the adings of the Board of Coa^ 
trol were, of all others, the laft to be blamed ; and if fo> why 
would yon change the conftitution of that Board> and make 
it only the objeft of a political fchool ; For thefe reafons he 
snuft give his negative to the claufe, as it flandii?, and vote in 
favour of the amendment propofed by his noble friend. 

Lord GRENVILLE defended the claufe, and faid, that, 
in faS, it would not add to the influence of the Crown ; it 
would add no additional office [in faying this, his Lordfliip al- 
luded to the office of Vice Treafurer of Ireland], His Lord- 
ihip then adverted to what had been ftated by a noble Earl 
(Fitzwilliam) as to the appointment of a Secretary of State 
for India. He paid the higheft compliments to the indefatiga- 
ble labour and great talents of the right honourable gentle- 
man at the head of the Board of Control ; (Mr. Dundas) and 
faid, that if the bufinefs was fuch as could be performed by a 
Secretary of State, the making Mr. Dundas Secretary of 
State for India would certainly anfwer every purpofe. But the 
variety, extent, and detail of the bufinefs, rendered this en- 
tirely impoffible; nor was it fair to talk of the prefent meafure 
being adopted for the purpofe of a political fchool, becaufe it 
was abfolutely neceflary that the perfon at the head of the 
Board of Control fhould have the affiftance of young and ac- 
tive men, trained up to and perfeSly acquainted with the bu- 
fmefs. As to the expence, it ought furely to come out of 
that revenue which was under the fuperintendance of the 
Commiffioners. 

The queftion was then put on the Earl of Guildford's 
amendment, which was negatived without a divifion. On 
the claufe which extends the duration of the bill to the year 
171 1, an amendment was moved by the Earl of Guildford, t9 
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leave out the words ** and eleven.*' This amendment was 
oppofed by Lord Grenville> and negatived without a dividon. 

The Biihop of LONDON fald that he meant to have 
moved fome claufes_with refpeft to the appointment of chap- 
lains, and performance of divine worfhip on board of (hips 
of 500 tons, and in towns and fubordinate fcttlements ; but as 
he underftood that the Board of Control ,and the Direftors of 
the £aii- India Company had full power to make regulations 
/or the purpofes he had mentioned, he was induced not to pro* 
pofe the claufes he intended ; trufting <that due regard would 
be paid to fo important a fubjedl by thofe who had the power 
of doing it. 

Lord GRENVILLE admitted the importance of the fub- 
je£l, and the propriety of its being attended to. It had not, 
he faid, been entirely neglefted, as he underilood that the 
ehurch-eftablifhment at prefent exifling in India, amounted to 
13,000!. or i4,OQol. a year. 

The Archbifhop of CANTERBURY faid a few words on 
the importance of a due attention being paid to a bufmefs of 
fuch material confequence. 

The Bifliop of St. DAVID's alfp ftated the neceffity of 
making provifions for giving to Britifh fubjefts in India the 
opportunity of attending divine worfhip ; though he had great 
doubts, indeed, as to what had been mentioned in another , 
place, of fending miflionaries to convert to Chriftianity the 
natives of Hindoilan. He conceived the religion of a country 
to be conne^ed with its government, and he did not think 
that any foreign State had a right to interfere with the govern- 
ment of another country, without an exprefs commifHon from 
Heaven ; the Apoftles had fuch commiflion, and in evidence 
of it, were inverted with the power of working miracles ; but 
fuch power having long ceafed, he doubted whether the com« 
miffion, of which it was the evidence, had not ceafed alio. 

Lord Grenville, the Earl of Abingdon, and the Biihop of 
London, faid each a few words ; after which the bill was gone 
through in the Committee, without any amendments. 

Adjourned. 
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Tuefday^ 6th yune* 

The order of the day being read for taking into conndera-* 
tion the report of the Committee of Privileges, various rcfolu- 
tions of the faid Committee, with refpeft to certain votes given 
at the lad eledion of the (Ixteen Peers of Scotland, were read 
and agreed to by the Houfe. 

On the laft refolution agreed to by the Committee, *^ That 
the votes given by the Duke of Qiieenfberry, and the Earl 
(Marquis) of Abercorn, if duly tendered, ought to have been 
counted," it was moved, as an amendment, by the Earl of Mans* 
field, to add to the refolution the following words : " which 
votes the Lord Clerk Regifter and his deputies ought not to 
have received." 

A debate of fome length took place upon this motion, which 
was fupported by the Earl of Lauderdale^, the Earl of Kinnoul, 
and othernoble Lords, on nearly the fame grounds as in tho 
Committee, when the fame amendment was moved. 

The Marquis of ABERCORN defended his right to vote, 
and maintained that law, juftice, and the Confiitution, were 
in favour of it ; while, on the other fide, there were only two 
refolutions of that Houfe : and, though he refpeded the dig<» 
nity of the Houfe as much as any noble Lord, he did not think 
it could ever be confulted in the facrifice of law and juftice. 

The Earl of KINNOUL replied to the Marquis of Aber- 
corn, and dated that his Lordihip had not fpoke at all as to 
the tender, which was really the o/ily queftion before the 
Houfe. 

The queftion was then put on the amendment moved by 
the Earl of Mansfield, which was negatived, and the refo- 
lution of the Committee agreed to, without a divifion. 

After the petition, which had been prefented from the Earl 
of Kinnoul, (for which, fee the proceedings of Monday, 25tli 
February,) had been read. 

The Duke of LEEDS moved, " That the petitioner Aould 
be admitted to be heard by his Counfel at the bar, in fupport 
of the petition." 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and ex- 
prefled his decided opinion that it was impoffible the Houfe 
could hear Coudel on the petition : in fa^, no vote had been 
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given hy the noble Earl, who had himfelf no proper intereft to 
bring forward the matter, and no application was before their 
Lordlhips from any perfon having fuch intereft: he would 
therefore fimply move, from refpedl to the noble petitioner, 
^^ That the petition do lie upon the table." 

Earl STANHOPE argued warmly, that Counfel ought to 
be heard. 

The motion for admitting the petitioner to be heard by his 
Counfel, was then put and negatived, and the petition ordered 
to He on the table. 

The Duke of LEEDS fitted, in forcible terms, the extreme 
hardfhip and injuftice, under the whole circumftances of the 
cafe, of refufmg to admit the vote of his noble relation, while 
thofe given by the Duke of Qiieenfberry and the Earl of Abcr* 
corn had been admitted ; and concluded with moving, ** That 
the Earl of Kinnoul bsing a Peer of Scotland, &c., baving^t- 
tended the ele6lion of Peers of Scotland, on the 24th day of 
M^y» i79o> 3"!^ having been prevented from voting, by the 
Deputies of the Lord Clerk Regifter having refufed to receive 
the votes of Peers ftanding in the fame fituation with him, 
from a refpeftful deference to an order of their Lordfhips, of 
the i8th of May, 1787 ; and that his Lordfhip having now 
declared the names of thofe fcers for whom he would have 
voted at faid eleftion, if he had not been thus prevented, hi» 
vote ought now to be received, and counted in their favour.** 

This motion was oppofed by Lord Cathcart and LordGren- 
ville, and fupported by the Earl of Mansfield and Earl Stan- 
hope ; and upon the queftion being put, was negatived whh- 
out a divifion. ^ 

Earl STANHOPE then moved, '' To refolve, that tho 
vote of the Earl of Kinnoul was duly tendered at the lall elec^ 
tion of the Peers of Scotland ;" which motion was alfo nega- 
tived, without a divifion. 

Lord GRENVILLE moved, « That a Committee beap^ 
pointed to examine and count the votes given for the different, 
Peers at the laft eleftion, aijd to report to the Houfe, 

Ol-dered. 

DliTentient, 

I. Becaufe the noble Peerages, whofe votes are declared by tK* 
ibove rcfoUiioa to have been duly and fufficienily tendered, being 
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at that time Peers of Great Britain by patent, feemtb have a right 
of voting at the election of Peers of Scotland, to which they had 
no legal claim. The articles of Union, and the difFereot a6ls of 
Parliament pafled in confequence of that treaty, appearing to pro- 
vide every regulation refpoiSting the cledtion of the Peers of Scot- 
land, with a reference to the precife ftate of the Peerage of Scot- 
land at the period of the Union, particularly "in the aft of 1708, 
when a fpecial provifo is enacted/ directing the manner i^ which 
fuch Peers of Scotland as are alfo Peers of England (hall fign their 
proxies and lifts, no mention whatever is made of fuch Peers of 
Scotland as may in future be created by .patent Peers of Great Bri- 
tain. 

II. Becaufcthe only Court competent to decide on the merits of 
the ele<5lions of the lixteen Peers, namely, this Houfe, has, by a 
refolution of January 21ft, 1708, diftindtly declared, "That 4 
Peer of Scotland, claiming to ^t in the Houfe of Peers by virtue of 
a patent pafTed under the Great Seal of Great Britain after thq 
Union, and who now fjts in the P;irliament of Great Britain, had 
no right to vote in the election of the fixteen Peers who are to re- 
prefent the Peers of Scotland' in Parliament." A copy of which' 
refolution was on May i8tb, 1787, ordered by the Houfe to be 
iigned by the Clerk of the Parliament, and tranfmitted to the Lord 
Clerk Regiftcr of Scotjand, with injundion to him to conform 
thereto. 

III. Becaufe the claim of the noble Duke and the noble Earl 
above mentioned to vote at the faid election, under the then exifting 
circumftances, appears to have been unfupported by any aft of the 
Legiflaturt, and in direft contradi6tion to the repeated refolution 
and orders of this Houfe. 

And laftly, Becaufe it is prefumed that no tender of a vote, how- 
ever accurate in point of form, can be declared to be due and fuffi- 
cient when the perfon fo tendering it was not at the time legally en- 
titled to the franchife of election. 

LEEDS. 

HAY. 

Monday, lotb June. ' 

Earl STANHOPE having moved, in anfwer to the meflage 
from the Houfe of Commons, ** That the Lords w^ould farther 
proceed in the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. on Wednefday 
next," andfevcral noble Lords feeming to approve of this mo- 
tion, 

The Earl of ABINGDON faid^ It is not poffible for your 
Lordfhips to refufe the application that has been madeto us by 
the Houfe of Commons, unlefs you me^n to bring a national 
cenfure upon this Houfe. Will your Lordfhips force a man 
to /peak, who tells you he is not prepared to fpeak, or will you 
make a fpeech for him ? And if you cannot do the former, and 
ought not to do the latter, what do you mean to do r Do you 
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mean, by a fide wind> or by fome manixitivre or other, to get 
rid of this trial ? I tnift not •/ but if you do, I will put my ne- 
gative upon fuch proceedings, and upon this ground wiH 
trouble your Lordfliips with a motion. 

Lord GRENVILLE then rifing, and propofing an amend- 
ipent, that inftead of " WedneCtay next," the following word* 
fhould be inferted, ** the fecond Tuef3ay in the next feffion 
of Parliament," and this amendment not altogether corre- 
fponding with the views of the motion intended by the Earl of 
ABINGDON, his Lordlhip wifhed that his motion might be 
adopted inftead of the amendment propofed by Lord Grenville y 
and in doing this, exprelTed bimfelf tn the following manner : 
He faid> that in the profecution of this trial much blame had 
been imputed, but where the blame lay was not fixed. The 
Houfe of Lqrd» charges the i^oufe of Commons with this delay* 
• The Houfe of Commons, in their turn, blame the Houfe of 
Lords ; the Managers charge Mr. Haftings and his Counfel 
with it ; Mr. Haftings and his Counfel impute the blame to 
the Managers ; and thus, faid his Lordlhip, is this blame ban- 
died about from one to the other, without the refponfibility of 
any, or either. That blame did exift fomewherc, there was 
not, nor could there be, any doubt ; and upon inveftigation 
he feared it, would be found they were *' All in the Wrong," 
and that each party had its ftiare in that wrong : but, • faid his 
LordQilp, fettingafide this crimination and re-crimination, as 
productive of nothing that is ufeful, the queftion was, what 
is now right and proper to be done ? and the anfwer to that 
queftion, he conceived, was contained in the motipn, with 
the reafons for that motion, which he meant to fubmit to their 
Lordfliips. The motion was this : 

" That the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. be poftponedta. 
the firft day of the meeting of Parliament, after the enfuing 
prorogation, then to be re-affumed, firft with a view t(^ the !*• 
mitation of its exiftence, and next to the time of giving judge- 
ment upon it ; both vs be conclufive and final within the 
then exifting feiEon/' 

And his reafons for that motion were thefe. In the firft 
place, faid his Lordfliip, it being not poflSble, rebus Jic jianf't'' 
husy that the trial could be ended in this feffion of Parliament ; 
whilft, on the one hand, no inconvenience could in any degree 
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arife to the perfon who was accufed at the bar, but, on the con- 
trary, that benefit would at length be derived to him, from the 
certainty he would then have of looking to the end of his profc- 
cution ; fo, on the other hand, the Houfe would do an a£l of 
reciprocal juftice to the accufers, who likewife appeared at the 
bar as the Managers of the Houfe of Commons ; for, faid his 
Lordfhip, it mud be remembered, that when this trial began» 
a propofition was made by the Managers, that each charge 
ihould be feparately heard and feparately determined upon, to 
which propofition Mr. Haftings's Counfel objefting, for the 
reafon that one charge was fo implicated with the others, that 
his defence could not properly be made without the whole of 
the charges being gone through, he had fuggefted to the Houfe 
at that time the right which Mr. Haftings had of chufing his 
own mode of defence, and the propriety of his»being indulged 
in that choice, and this fuggeftion was approved and admitted 
by their Lord(hips. The Managers now come, and claim the 
fame indulgence. They fay, the charge of Benares (firft in 
the order of hearing) is fo intimately rt:lated to and connected 
with the other charges that have been brought forward, that in 
J4iftice to their caufe the whole ought to be confidered together, 
and not partially, and therefore as the other charges cannot be 
heard this feflion, the charge, for this reafon, ought to be poft- 
poned with the reft ; and this, faid his Lordfhip, being what 
he called reciprocal juftice, he thought it ought to be granted. 
It was true, the Managers, in making this application, and 
Mr. Haftings's Counfel, in objedling to it, have reciprocally 
changed their ground ; but this was their bufinefs, and not the 
bufinefs of the Houfe of Lords. ^ The bufinefs of the Houfe 
was to do what was right. But, faid his Lordfhip, there is 
One other reafon of the firft importance, that weighed with 
him for this motion. He faw, as their Lordfhips too muft do, 
that the Managers themfelves were as anxious to get rid of this 
trial as Mr. Haftings himfelf was ; and that both fides were 
equally ready and willing to catch hold of any pretence to be 
freed from it'; but this was the duty of their Lordftiipsto pre- 
vent. The credit, the honour, the dignity, the charaftcr, nay, 
the very exiftence of the Houfe itfelf, depended upon their con- 
duft in this trial. Their Lordfhips were called upon, as that 
high tribunal of juftice that guards the conftitution of the coun* 
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try, for a decifion upon this very extraordinary impeachment ; 
and a pretended decifion muft not take place of a real one. 

Soqie difficulty occurring about the manner of getting rid of 
Lord Grenville's amendment for the introduSion of this mo- 
tion, the Earl of Abingdon agreed to withdraw his motion, 
and Earl Stanhope's motion being negatived, Lord Grenville's 
amendment was put, and carried, upoQ a divifion of 48 to 21 • 

Adjourned. 

Tuefdayy 1 1 th June. 

The Royal aflent was given, by commiffion, to the bill for 
regulating the government and tradq of India, and to four other 
public and nine private bills. 

Lord Auckland was introduced, with the ufual formalities^ 
between Lords Grenville and Amherft, and took the oaths and 
his feat. 

Earl STANHOPE moved an addrefs to His Majefty, pray- ^ 
ing that His Majefty would be gracioufly pleafed to give di- 
regions, that the Memorial, prefented by Lord Auckland, 
and the Imperial Minifter at the Hague, to the Slates General 
of the United Provinces, be laid before that Houfe. 

Lord HAWKESBURY faid,/he was hopeful that the noble 
Earl would not perfift in preffing this motion on the Houfe, in 
the abfence of the noble Secretary of State (Grenville) who had 
been only gonp from the Houfe a very few minutes. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, that although the noble 
Secretary of State was not then in the Houfe, yet feveral of 
His Majefty's Cabinet Minifters were, and he could not accede 
to the dodtrine that his noble friend was called upon to delay 
making the prefent motion, or that it could, with any pro- 
priety, be ftated as an objedlion to its being then made, that 
the objeft of it was a matter coming properly within the de- 
partment of the noble Secretary of State, and that it was there- 
fore an improper fubjedl: to be difcufled while that noble Lord 
was abfent. Befides, the very fame paper had been already 
laid before the IJoufe of Commons, as appeared from the votes 
of that Houfe, on their Lordfliips' table. What objection, 
therefore, could there poffibly be to laying before their Lord- 
Ihips a paper which had already been ii^ade public, through 
the medium of the Houfe of Commons ? Or who was the 
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Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in the Houfc of Com- 
mons, whe(n it was there moved for ? 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, and faid, 
he did not know whether there might really be any objeftion 
to agreeing to the motion of the noble Earl, if brought forward 
in a proper manner; but, as the noble Secretary of State had 
been prefent during the whole time, from the fitting of the 
Houfe till within a few minutes before the motion was made, 
and as it was a matter of department, he certainly conceived 
that the noble Eajl ought either to have brought forward his 
motion earlier, or to have given notice to the noble Secretary 
of State that he intended to make it ; his Lordftiip faid he did 
not reft upon parliamentary form, but wi(hed rather to addrefs 
their Lordfhips as gentlemen, and to afk whether it wopld be 
fair or candid to prefs the Houfe to decide upon the motion 
then, under thefe circumftances ? He would therefore conclude! 
YHth moving the previous queftion. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe to fpeak to the previous queftion, — 
He faid he was aftoniftied to hear the noble and learned Lord 
addrefs their Lordftiips as gentlemen ; for, in all his reading 
or knowledge of the Conftitution of this country, he had never 
read or heard of fuch a Houfe, as a Houfe of gentlemen. Al- 
though he could, by no means, agree to the doftrine which- 
he had juft heard, with refpe£l to department, he might pro- 
bably have thought it right to have given fome kind of notice 
of his intention to make the prefent motion, had not the very 
fame paper, which he now moved for, been already laid be- 
fore the Houfe of Commons ; and he never could ^dmit it to be 
a matter of doubt, or that could admit of difcuflion, whether a 
paper ought to be fubmitted to the infpc<9;ion of their Lord- 
fliips, which had already been laid before the Houfe of Com- 
mons? He would therefore divide the Houfe on the previous 
queftion. 

Lord CATHCART faid, he conceived that the rules of the 
Houfe required, that, when any noble Lord made a motion for 
laying any paper before the Houfe, he ought to ftate for what 
purpofe he moved for it, and what he meant to found upon it 
•when produced ; and that a previous notice of fuch intended 
motion Ihould be given. 
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The LORD CHANCELLOR was then proceeding to 
read the motion, in order to put the queftion, when. 

Earl STANHOPE ftated, that, fince fo much had been 
laid, and that it wa$ really a matter of indiiFerence to him 
whether he made the motion that day or the next, he had no 
objeAion to withdraw it, giving notice that he would bring it 
forward again to-morrow. — Adjourned. 

fVedneJdayy llthjune. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, he rofe to renew the motion, which 
had been fo ftrongly objefted to, when propofed by him to their 
Lordfhips' yefterday, on account of the abfence of a "noble 
Member of that Houfe, and which he had then agreed to with- 
draw. His Lordftiip faid, that he was prevented yefterday 
from making the motion, while, the noble Secretary of State 
was in the Houfe, by finding the Clerk rather unwilling to in-' 
ter]|:upt the courfe of reading the bills : and, as the papers mov- 
ed for had previoufly been made public, by being laid before 
the Houfe of Commons, he could not fee that the prefence of 
that rioble Member was at all neceffary, more than of any other 
Member of the Houfe. If he had mifoonceived the meaning 
of the paper alluded to ; if the noble Lord, who had yefterday 
taken his feat in that Houfe, fhould declare that he meant it in 
a different fenfe, as probably he would ; if other noble Lords, 
on the fame fide of the Houfe, ftiould alfo declare that they 
underftood it in a different fenle \ and, the Houfe fliould be of 
> the fame opinion, the motion which he fnould fubmit to the 
Houfe, when the paper fhould be laid upon the table, would 
be of courfe negatived ; and a negative would alfo be given to 
any motion for cenfuring or punilhing the noble Lord. His 
chief objeS, however, was to have a clear and explicit expla- 
nation given of a ftate paper, which, underftanding in the 
fenfe which he did, appeared in the higheft degree improper 
and Injurious to the juftlce and honour of this country. His 
Lord/hip concluded \vith moving, " That an humble addrefs 
be prcfented to His Majefty, requefting that His Majefty will 
be gracioufly pleafed to give diredions that there be laid before 
this Houfe, a certain memorial, figned by Lord Auckland 
and the Count de Starhemberg, at the Hague^ on the 5th of 
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April, 1 793, and prelented to the States General of the Unitedl 

Provinces." 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, he rofe to fecond the motion of 
the noble Earl. He regretted that, f^ recently after his having 
taken his feat in that Houfe, any thing perfonal to himfelf 
ijnould occupy the attention of their Lordfhips ; but, with re- 
fpeft to the prefent fubjeft, and every other part of his public 
condu£l, in his embafly, he was deiirous that it ihould xni^et 
the fulleft inveftigation. It was for the noble Earl to ground? 
upon the paper moved for, when produced, what motion' of 
cenfure, &c. he might think proper ; it would reft with the 
Houfe to decide upon it ; and he would await that decifion with 
confidence and with chearfulnefs. He felt affured, that 
throughout the wholo of that embafly he had a£kd in confor- 
mity to the inftruftions he had received ; according to theopi- 
^ nion vHiich operated upon his mind, and which he confefled 
. had led to adopt every means he could thiiik of or devife, to 
'' ftem the dreadful torrent of anarchy, confufion, murder, 
wickednefs, and raadnefs. His LordQiip concluded with fay- 
ing, that, befides the paper moved for, there vvere other pa- 
pers connefted with it, which it might probably be right that 
the Houfe Ihould be poflcfled of. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that if there were any fuch papers, 
the noble Lord himfelf, or any other noble Lord, might move 
for their being laid before the Houfe. 

The queftion on Earl Stanhope's motion was then put and 
carried. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that, although it might perhaps be 
fpmewhat irregular, that a day (hould be fixed for taking a pa- 
per into confideration, before it was laid upon the table; yet, 
as a copy of this paper had been laid before the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and that there could of courfe be no caufe for difficulty 
or delay in laying it before their Lordfhips, he thought it right 
to give notice, that if the paper fliould be on their Lordlhips 
table on Friday, he would then move, that the fame be taken 
into confideration on Monday next, and that their Lordfhips be 
fiimmoned. — Adjourned. 

Friday^ 14/A ^une. 

Lord GRENVILLE prefented to the Houfe, by diredlions 
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from His Majefty, the folloMnng papers^ which were ordered 
to lie on the table : 

No, I. 

TrandatioQ of a Note deliv^ered to the Right Honourable Lord 
Grcnville, one of His Majefty's Principal Secretaries of State, 
by the Miniflers of the Edfiperor and the King of Naples, on 
the 20th of September, 1792* 

THE'Underfigned Envoys Extraordinary and Minifters Plenipo- 
tentiary of| His Imperial Royal Apoftolic Majefty, and of His Ma- 
jefty the King of the Two Sicilies, in coufequcnce of the ties of 
blood and of fricndfhip by which their fovereigns are attached to 
the King and Queen of France, have the honour to addrefs them- 
iielves ,to Lord Grcnville, to reprefent to him the imminent danger 
which threatens the lives of their Moft Chriftian Majeftieff, and their 
Royal Family ; and the fear,' but too well grounded, that the atro- 
cities which the fadUous in France commit againfl thofe augufl: per* 
fons.will have no other bounds than the greatefl of all crimes. 
They are authorifed to exprefs to his Excellency the wifh of their 
refpeftive Courts, that His 'Britannic Majefty, in cafe fo horrible an 
a6t (bould'take place, would be pleafed not to permit any refidence, 
or grant any protection or afyli^m to any perfon who (hould be con- 
cerned therein, in any manner whatever. 

(Signed) STADION. 

- CASTELCICALA. 

London, this lOth of September, 1792.. 


No. II. 


Tranflation of a Note from Lord Grenville, one of His Majefty's 
Principal Secretaries of State, to the Minifters of the Emperor 
and the King of Naples, dated the 21ft of September, 1792. 

THE underfigned Secretary of State of the King, in anfwer to 
the official note, dated yefterday, which he received from the 
Count deStadion and the Prince de Cadelcicala, Minifters Plenipo- 
tentiary and Envoys Extraordinary from His Imperial Royal Apof- 
tolic Majefty, and from His Sicilian Majefty, has the honour to 
renew to thofe Minifters the affu ranee of the fincere intereft which 
the King has always taken in every thing which relatesperfonally to 
their Moft Chriftian Majefties, and which could not fail to be in- 
creafed by the unfortunate circumftances of the fituation in which 
their Majefties are adtually placed. 

It is His Majefty's moft ardent wifh, that the fears, ezpreffed in 
the note ofthe Count deStadion sjnd the Prince de Cafielcicala, may 
not be realized ; but (liould the contrary cafe unfortunately happen^ 
His Majefty would not fail to take the moft effedlual meafures, in 
order to prevent the perfons who fhould have rendered themfel^^ 
guilty of fo atrocious a crime from finding any afylum in the donii« 
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nions of His Majefty. The King takes a pleafure in formally gty« 
ing to Sovereigns fo clofely united to their Mod Chriflian Majeflies, 
^ndE to their Royal Family, by the ties of blood, this- affurance, 
which His Majefly conliders in no other light than as an immediate 
gnd necelTary c6nfequence of thofe principles and fentiments which 
have ever guided his conduct. 

(Signed) GRENVILLE. 

Wfaiteha}l| Sept. ^ I, 1792* 


>MI,M^ 


No. HI. 

Tranflation of a Letter from his Excellency Lord Auckland, Hit 
Majefty's Ambaffador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary at the 
Hague, to the Gijeffier of Their High Mightinefles the States 
GeQeral, dated the 24th of September, 1792. 

Hague, Sept. 24, i79t* 

I HAVE the honour, Sir, to acquaint you, that, in confequence 
of a conference which Lord Grenville has had with the Miniflers 
of Their Majeftieft the Emperor and the King of the Two Sicilies, 
thofe Minifters trfinfmitted the note, and received the anfwer, of 
which copies are fubjoined, I am ordered to requeft of you to 
lay thefe two papers before their High MightinclTes without delay : 
they will fee, no doubtf with frefh fatisfadion, the fincerfe defire 
which His Majefty has to employ every method compatible with 
his dignity, and with the principles by which his conduct is inva- 
riably directed, for the purpofe of contributing to the fafety and 
l^^elfare of their Moft Chriilian Majeflies. 

I have fhe h9xioi|r to be, &c. &c. &c. 

(Signed) AUCKLAND, 


^m^ 


No. IV, .. 

Tranflation of the Extra6t of the Refolutions of Their High Mighti* 
> nefles the States General of the ^ 5th of September, X792. 

Tuefday, Sept. 25, i79i, 

HAVING heard the report of Meffrs. j[. C. N. D9 Lyndcn, and 
other Deputies of Their High MightineflTes for JForeigp Affairs, who, 
in conformity to the Commiflbrial refolution of ycfterday, have ex- 
amined, 

I'ft. The propofition of the Greffier Fagel, ftating that he had juft 
received a letter from Lord Auckland, Ambaflador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary fitimxHis Majefty the King of Great Britain, 
written at the Hague the fame day, in which were incloied copies o£ 
a note delivered to Lord Grenville by the Minifters of their Majcfties 
the Emperor and the King of the Two Sicilies, and of the anfwoc 
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to tbat note ; both thofc papers having for their objeiSl the granting 
no afylum whatever, in the dominions of his faid Majefty, to thofc 
who (hall render themfelves guilty of the greateft of crimes towards 
their Moll Chriftian Majcrties, -and their Royal Family ; <hc faid 
Lord Auckland having received orders to defire the Greffier to make 
a communication of thofe papers to their High MightineiTes. 

2dly. Alfo, in conformity to the faid commiflorial refolution of 
yefterday, a letter from Monfieur de Nagcll, Envoy Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary from their High MightineiTes at the Court of 
His Majefty the King of Great Britain, written at London the 21ft 
of the prelent month, and addrcfled to the GrefiierFagel, in which 
were likewife inclofed copies of the above-mentioned papers, which 
had been communicated to him by Lord Grenville. 

3dly. Finally, and in contormity to the coramliTorial refolution 
of their High Mightineflbs of this day, the verbal note from the 
Count de Stahremberg, Envoy Extraordinary and MiYiifter Ple- 
nipotentiary from His Maj'fty the Emperor, in which he defires 
their High MightineiTes vyouldbe pleaitd to declare, that in eafefo 
horrible an a6l fliould be committed, they would not permit any re- 
Udence, or grant any prote<^Hon or ai'ylum to any perfon who fhould 
be concerned therein, in any manner whatever. 

Whereupon having deliberated, it has been thought proper and 
decreed, that the Greffier Fagel fliall exprefs to Lord Auckland 
the thanks of their High MightineiTes for the aforefaidcommunica«» 
tidn, made in the name of the Miniftry of His faid Majefly. . 

Moreover it has been refolved, conformably to the faid requcft 
made by the Count de Stahremberg, and to the anfwer of Lord 
'Grenville to t^e Minillers of their Majefties the Emperor and the 
King of the Two Sicilies, to declare, by thefe prefents, . that no 
afylum fliall be granted, neither in the country of the generality, 
nor in the colonies of the (late, whether in the Eaft or Weft Indies, 
to thofe who might have rendered thtmfelves guilty of the greatefj: 
of crimes towards the perfons of their Moft Chriftian Majefties, or 
of their Royal Family: in confequence, the neceiTary orders fhall 
be expedited to the Ba'^llfis of the diftercntcities and places within the 
diftridt of trie generality, llric^ly to conform themfelves to the above- 
mentioned intentions of their Hi^h MightineiTes; with injuncliion, 
that if, contrary to all hope, attempts ftiould be made on the lives 
of their Moft Chriflian Majefties, or of their Royal Family, they 
may take every poflible precaution for preventing the authors of fo 
atrocious a crime, and thofe alfo who might have been in any way 
concerned in it, in the cafe of their feeking an afylum in any place 
within thejurifdidtion of the generality, from being received there- 
in, but, on the contrary, for their being immediately driven from 
the faid cities and places. 

Letters, moreover, fliall be add refled, on the part of thieir High 
Mightinefl^es, to the ftates of the refpe6tive provinces, to defire them 
to adopt fimilar meafures in their i^fpedtive provinces, for effedually 
preventing any afylum being granted, in any part of the republic, 
to thofe who might have committed or have been concerned in fo 
deteftable a crime. 

Extraft of the prefent refolutions of their High Might nefles (hall 
be communicated by the Grefiier Fagel to Lord Auckland, and a 
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liintlar extra6k delivered by the Agent Vjin Hees to the Count de 
Stahremberg, in aufwer to the above-mentioned verbkl note. 


No. V. 


Xranftation of a Memorial prefented by His Excellency Lord Auck- 
land and the Count de Stahremberg to their High Mightineflci 
the States General, at the Hague, the jth of April, 1793. 

High and Mighty Lords. 

' IT is known that, towardf the end of the month of September in 
the laft year, his Britannic Majefly and your High Mightinefles 
gave, in concert, a folemn afl'urance, that in cafe the imminent 
danger, which then threatened the lives of their Moft Chriftian 
Majefties, and their family, fliould be realized, His Majefly and 
your High Mightinefles would not fail to take the moft effeftual 
meafures for preventing the perfons, who might render themfelves 
guilty of (b atrocious a crime, from finding any afylum in their re- 
fpe6tive dominions. 

This event, which was with horror forefeen, has taken place, 
and the divine vengeance feems not to have been tardy. Some of 
thefe deteftable regicides are already in the cafe of being liable to be 
fubjedled to the fword of the law. The reft are ftill in the miclft of 
the nation whom they have plunged into an abyfs of evils, and for 
whom famine, anarchy, and civil war are preparing new calamities. 
In fhort, every thing that we fee happen concurs in inducing us to 
confider as not far diftant the end of thofe unhappy perfons, whofe 
madnefs and atrociiies have filled with terror and indignation all 
thofe who ftill refpedi the principles of religion, morality, and hu- 
manity. 

The underfigned, therefore, fubmit to the enlightened judgement 
and wifdom of your High MightinefTes, whether it would not be 
proper to employ all the means in your power to prohibit from en- 
tering your dominions in Europe, or your Colonies, all thofe Mem- 
bers ofthe Affembly ftiling jtfelf the National Convention, or of the 
pretended Executive Council, who were diredtly or indiredly con- 
cerned in the faid crime ; and if they fliould be difcovered and ar- 
refted, to deliver them up to juftice, that they may ferve as a lefFoa 
and example to mankind. 

Done at the Hague, 
the 5th of April, 1793. (Signed) 

AUCKLAND. 

LOUIS C. DE STAHREMBERG. 


Earl STANHOPE rbfe, and obferved, that the noble Lord 
(Auckland) who was not then prefent in the Houfe, having, on 
a former day, dated this memorial to have been founded on the 
inftrudions he received, he was forry to find that thefe inftruc* 
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tions were not among the papers which had juft been prefcntcd 
by the noble Secretary of State ; he trufted^ therefore, that thcf 
inftruflions alluded to, would either be prefented on Monday, 
or that the defence refted on them would then be abandoned. 
His Lord(hip concluded with moving, ** That copies of the 
inftruSions tranfmitted to the noble Lord (Auckland), on 
which the memorial h^ been founded, fliould be laid before 
the Houfe/' 

The Duke of LEEDS fuggefted to the noble Earl (Stanhopt) 
that, probably, the better way would be, to difpofe, in the firft 
place, of his motion on the memorial prefented to the States 
General by the noble Lord (Auckland). Should that nobler 
Lord throw his defence upon the inftruftions he had received, 
it would then be time enough iot the noble Earl to move for 
thefe inftrudions : if the noble Earl fhould move for both, 
previous to the difcuflion onf one, his Lordibip would have the 
double taik of attacking the noble Lord (Auckland) who had 
prefented the memorial, and alfo the noble Secretary of State, 
by whom the inftrudlions had been tranfmitted. 

Earl STANHOPE declared, that he was perfeftly ready ta 
attack either of the noble Lords^ (bould their condufk appeair 
to him to be deferving of cenfare^ 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, he was rfearfy to meet any motioff 
forcenfure which might be brought for wafd againft him by tbe^ 
noble Earl, on account of any concern which he might have? 
had in the memorial prefented by the noble Lord (Auckland) ta 
the States General. 

Earl STANHOPE agreed to withdraw his motion for ther 
prefent. ' 

Lord GRENVILLE prefented a Convention between Great- 
Britain and Ruflia, in relation to commerce, figned at London, 
on the 25th of March, 1793. 

Alfo a Convention bietween Sardinia and Great Britain, 
figned at London, on the nth of April, 1793- 

Alfo a fubfidiary treaty with the Prince of Hefle Caffcl, 
figned at London on the loth of April, 1793. 

All which pa{}ers were ordered ta li6 on the table. [For co- 
pies of which, fee the Appendix to _the Proceedings of the 
Hoafe of Commons, j 
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In Committees of the whole Houfe, wcftt through the bill 
for taking off the duties on coals carried CQaftways in Scotland^ 
and feveral other bills> which were reported, and ordered to be 
read a third time. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE defired that the refolutioM 
of the Houfe in 1787, that the .Duke of Queenfberry and the 
Earl of Abercorn, being created Peers of Great Britain by pa- 
tenty ceafed to iit in that Houfe as reprefentatives for the 
Peerage of Scotland^ might be read ; which being donei 

The Earl of Lauderdale then moved, ** That an humble 
addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, to reqtieft that His Ma- 
jefty would be gracioufly plejafed to iflue his Royal proclama- 
tion for the eleftion of a Peer, to rcprefent the Peerage of 
Scotland in Parliament, in the room of Lord Vifcount Stor- 
mont, who, (ince his ele£lion> had taken his feat in that Houfe 
as Earl of Mansfield, in Middlefex. 

Lord Sydney, the Duke of Montrofe, and Lord Grenvill&i 
oppofed the motion ; after which the Houfe divided ; 

Contents - 21 

Proxies * -^ 5 — 26 

Not contents - * 18 
Proxies - *- 14 — 3a 

Majority againft the. motion - 6 
Adjourned. 

Monday y fjth jfuni* 

The order of the day being read, 

Earl STANHOPE opened his thotion. However noble 
Lords might differ about the obje£ls of the war, there was one 
thing in which he was fure^there would be but one fentimenti 
namely,, that it fhould not be carried on with favage barbarity^ 
The memorial of Lord Auckland, on the firft moment that it 
appeared in public, had ftmck him as a mod ferocious and uh-* 
warrantable paper, and he had determined to bring it before 
the Houfe, but underftanding .that the noble Ambaflador was 
to take his feat there before the end of the feilion, he had wait- 
ed for his prefence- The firft moment of his appearing in the 
Houfe, he had called their Lordfhips attention to it; and he 
did not hefitate to fay, that their Lbrdfliips were called upon 
by every fentiment worthy of enlightened men, of politicians, 
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and of chrtftians, to exprefs their abhorrence of a paper the 
Ijioft horrid in its piirpofe and efFeft. It was natural to look 
what had been the cbndu£l of the Houfe in cafes as nearly fi- 
piilar as he could find. Accordingly in 1778, he found that a 
proclamation ifTued in America, and figned among others by 
William Eden, had very properly raifed the indignation and 
, abhorrence t>{ many moft refpeSable Lyrds in that Houfe. A 
motion had been made in that Houfe for an addrefs to the King 
to difavow a proclamation which militated againft the fyftem 
of civilized war, againft the charaSer of Britifti generofity 
and hcroifm, and which was calculated to produce the horrprs 
of retaliation. The motion for the addrefs was negatived of 
courfe by the majority for the time being; but the noble Lords 
who, for the honour of the age and nation, had brought it for- 
ward, had left a proteft on the Journals, a glorious memorial ^ 
of the fentiments that filled their breafts. He would not ex- 
aflly follow the courfe taken upon that occafion; for it was 
objefted to the noble Lords, that they had not explained the 
proclamation of which they complained. He would begin then 
by ftating, in a declaratory refolution, what, he conceived to be 
the meaning of the declaration of Lord Auckland. Upon 
which he would move for an addrefs to the King, to difavow 
it. And if this was carried, he would think it his duty to pro- 
ceed againft Lord Auckland, the author. 

The noble Lord had faid the other day, that the declaration 
w^as confiftent with his inftruftions. Upon being queftioned a 
little on that fubjeS, he correfted the expreffion, by faying, 
that it was in conformity to the fpirit of his inftruftions. It 
was of no other confequence to his motion, whether the decla- 
ration was conformable to his inftruftions or not, than a» it 
would fix the guilt on him folely, or divide it with Minifters ; 
he faid guilt, , for all fuch horrible menaces were crimes againft 
fufFering human nature, and were as impolitic as. they were 
wicked. Uniformly fuch diabolical papers had produced con- 
fequences the very revcrfe of what was the- fliort-fightcd view of 
their authors. The horrid proclamation of General Burgoyne 
had in an inftant created an army that took him and all his 
army prifoners. There, as every jvhere, the triumph of free- 
men had been (hewn over the vaunted power of difcipHfle — ^for 
it was a curioiis 9ug^cdote> that in leading General 3urgoyoe 
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to Bofton, the cavalcade was ftopt by a waggon that blocked 
Up the road. The captive General fawthe Americans pulling 
ofF their hats to the man who was driving the waggon, and who 
was foberly dreft in the common frock of a carter ; he defired 
to know who the fellow was, to whom they paid fiiCTi extra- 
ordinary marks of refpeiL " Why, do you not know him," 
faid they — ** You ought to know him — he is the man who 
took you and your army prifoners." That proclamation of 
General Burgoyne ftirred up and roufed all the warm blood of 
America; and carters and plowmen, animated by the fpirit of 
liberty, inflamed by the horrid menaces of his paper, were tod 
jftrong for difcipline and defpotifm. Juft in the fame way did 
it happen, with the ftlll more infamous proclamation of the 
Duke of Brunfwick — ^he did not fpeak of the miferable Bobadil 
proclamation, ifTued from the field, the very day before he re- 
treated; but that firfl Ihocking paper which has configned his 
name to eternal fhame and difgrace, in which he threatened to 
put to the fword, the men, women, and children of, Paris. 
What did it do? It drew forth an army — it roufed lip all 
France — it fo irritated the minds of men, and fo inflamed the 
rtiultitude, that it produced the revolution of the loth of Aii- 
guft — ^the mafllicres of the ad of September — and finally, the 
murder of 'the King — while ^t the fame time its firft eflTeft was 
to coUeft round himfelf fuch an army of men whofe fouls were 
devoted to freedom, as to beat him out of the kingdom. That 
proclamation no words of his could defcribe. The cruelties of 
Herod, of Nero, and Caligula, had for ages been the fubjeft 
of abhorrence, but they had none of them left on record a pro- 
clamation fo bloodthirfly as this. He did not accufe Lord 
Auckland of a produdion fo infamous ; but his paper was 6f 
the fame caft ; it was difgraceful to the country ; it was a piece x 
of ftudied ribaldry, and induftrious impertinence, and it was 
as nonfenfical in defign, as it was injurious in its ftile ; for the 
noble Lord ought to have known that nothing was fo eafy as 
t6 make ufe of inveftive ; that there was no argument in abufe ; 
and that a man ought not to make ufe of hard words when he 
cannot make ufe of hard blows. The term ** Malheureux" 
*^ Wretches," applied to men who were fo formidable as to 
put the world in arms, might be natural enough in the mouthy 
cf the poiflardes of Paris, or of the fifli women of Billingfgate, 
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but was infinitely too grofe for the mouth or the pen of a repre- 
fcntative of his Britifli Majefty. [Here Lord Sydney fignifyr 
ing fome mark of difapprobation, Lord Stanhope alluded to an 
expreffion of the noble Vifcount on a former day, ** that the 
flighted interruption deranged him in his ideas **] Now, my 
I/ordSy I am not of this compleftion. I defy him to put me 
Qut-r-I will not be deranged or embarrafled by any obfervations^ 
made fitting or (landing. I will do my duty, and difch^rgc 
my confcience in fpite both of fneers and thunders. Indeed 
the noble Vifcpunt, who feels fo tenderly for himfelf, ought 
to give the fame attention whiqh he claims ; and furely it is 
not a new thing for the noble Vifcount and I to be loud in our 
reproaches of an accurfed war. We roared together againft 
the American war, and we roared Minifters out of that war, 
Now the noble Vifcount is not fo loud j his vociferations arq 
turned into niere poliihed whifpers ; and his nice ear cannot 
endure the wonted founds of cenfure ; but I will continue tq 
roar ; I believe the people will join me in roaring, and I be-i 
licve we^all foon roar them out of this war, more difal^rous^ 
than any into which this country ever was plunged. 

The noble Earl then returned to the paper of Lord Auck-^ 
land, ** This event (the death of the JCingji which was with 
horror forefeens ha$ taken place} and the DivinQ' vengeance 
feems not to have been tgirdy." ' My Lords, I am not pleafed 
to fee this prefumption, if\ thus takjng upot) ourfelves to judge 
of Divine Providence, My Lords, the wtiys of Divine Pro- 
vidence are infcrutible by flings, or by the AmbalTadors of 
KingSe The noble Lord ought to have recoUefted a memora-> 
We reproof, given by the immortal Milton, on a fimilar, 
haughty, and prefumptuous con(lru£tion of Divine vengeance. 
King Charles IL, and his brother the Duke of York; paid a 
vifit to Milton ; the vifit was made under the pretence of fee-: 
}ng the Poet, but really with the infolent defign of infulting 
the q\i man in his infirmity ^nd blindnefs. The King him-, 
felf was fufficiently difrefpedful to the venerable patriot, but 
the Duke's rage broke through all bounds of common decency, 
^< You old dog-T-you mffian-^you are now fiifFering the juft re- 
ivard of your crimes -r- Divine vengeance has overtaken you, 
apd has thruft out both your eyes." The anfwer of the glo-. 
ficfVIS M^tpn ought ever to be prefent with f hofe weak mortals 
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who dare to icrutinife the ways of Providence. '* If Di^ind 
Providence has punifhed me with the lofs of my eyes on ac- 
count of my crimes, what muft have been the crimes of your 
father, who was puniflied with the lofs of his head ?" 

The noble Lord then animadverted on all the words of the 
declaration, and tried, as he faid, to imagine excufes for the 
noble Lord. It cannot be faid that this declaration came from 
a man whofe paflions are irritable ; for ^he is . known to be a 
man of the moft placid difpofitions, of a man whofe blood is 
never rebellious, who never expofes himfelf by fits of fjpleen 
and frenzy, who never tore a motion entrufted to his hand of-^ 
ficially, as I have been told aftually happened in thi$ place, 
though I can fcarccly believe that any man could fo far expofc 
himfelf to your Lordfhips' fcorn and cenfurc ; and indeed I 
difbelieve it for this reafon, that I can find no trace on the 
Journals of the aft, nor of your Lordfliips' cenfure, which 
muft have followed ; but the noble Ambaflador is fubjeft to no 
fuch intemperance, and if he had been a lawyer, and had even 
come to the woolfack, would not have torn the paper, and 
(lamped it under foot, and ftared and fretted himfelf in your 
Lordfhips' p^efence ; much lefs would he have fo torn and de- 
ftroyed a motion that was not withdrawn, 
* The noble Earl then proceeded to canvafs the policy of the 
treaties lately laid upon the table, and which had been con- 
cluded with the King of Sardinia and the Landgrave of Mefle 
Caffel. He endeavoured to turn the firft into ridicule, as a 
treaty founded in folly, partiality, and injuftice. He endea- 
voured to (hew that we had engaged to pay a fubfidy to the 
King of Sardinia, not for any affiftance that he was to give 
to Great Britain, but on the condition of his maintaining fifty 
thoufand men for the defence of his own territories. He alfo 
contended, that we had engaged by the famt treaty to fend a 
fleet into the Mediterranean, and that we could not remove it, 
let our exigency be ever fo urgent, either by the danger" that 
our Weft-India iflands might be in, or any other accident. 
He condemned this condition as abfurd and impolitic in the 
highcft degree, and aflced if fo incredible a ftipulation as the 
fubjefting a Bri^fli fleet to the command and difpofal of a fo- 
reign power could have been imagined ? The treaty with the 
Landgrave of Hefle Caflcl he ceafured in pointed and fevej^e^ 
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terms. He aflced, did It become the Minifters of a great em- 
, pire, like Great Britain, to bind themfelves to the owner of fa 
petty and contemptible a town as Heflc Caflel in a treaty which 
was highly advantageous to the Landgrave, and as much other- 
wife to Great Britain ? By this treaty we were bound to con- 
fider the dominions of the Landgrave as our own, and to de- 
fend them accordingly.. And what was the condition on the 
other fide ? Merely to furnifli eight thoufand men for three 
years — a pretty clear proof that Minifters expefted the war 
would laft for three years : an expeftation which he hoped they 
would be difappointed in, as he flattered himfelf the Public 
would not bear it, and without their confent it could not be 
carried on, any more than the American, which they had put 
an end to, as he (hould not be in the fmalleft degree difpleafcd 
if they did the fame in the prefcnt inftance. If we were ta 
buy German flefli, his Lordfliip faid, we had better buy it out 
and out at once> and not in parcels, retail fir ft, and wholefal& 
afterwards. The treaty with Ruflia next engaged his notice. 
He faid, we had bound ourfelves by that treaty not to lay down 
' our arms without the common confent of the allies. He afked 
what France had taken from Ruflia and England t6 give them 
occafion to conclude fuch a treaty ? Was it to countenance 
the horrid and dctcftable aft of partitioning Poland? Did 
Minifters mean to blow hot and cold at the fame time ; did 
they mean at once to conden^n and fupport fo iniquitous a 
meafure ? The Minifter had publicly declared in another 
place the divifion of Poland a crime. He applauded and joined 
in the declaration. It did the Minifter honour, but that ho- 
nour would be tarniftied, if the prefent treaty with Ruflia ob- 
tained. His Lordfliip having amply difcufledthis fubjeft, re- 
turned at length to the confideration of the memorial, which^ 
he faid, had a tendency to irritate and inflame,, and encourage 
the idea of Septemberizing the French of the dcfcription al- 
luded to in the paper in queftion. He defcribed the horrid 
tranfadlions of the 2d of September, and faid, that a Septem- 
berizing Minifter was infinitely worfe than a Septcmbering 
mob, bccaufe there was this allowance to be made for the 
latter : they were untaught, devoid of fyftem, and without 
any fettled plan of proceeding ; whereas a Minifter was always 
fuppofed to refleft before he attcd, to proceed upon fuch, 
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grounds as fober coAfideration and found judgement fuggcfted, 
to be mafter of policy, and qualified to acl in the fuperior hue 
of a wife and experienced ftatefman. The Earl concluded 
with moving, 

" That the Houfe, having taken Into its moft ferious confi- 
dcration a memorial prefented by His Excellency Lord Auck- 
land, and the Count de Stahremberg, to their High Mighti- 
nefles the States General, at the Hague, tlie 5th of April laft, 
are of opinion that the meaiiing and intention of the faid de- 
• claration was to induce the States General to bring the French 
prifoners, then in theif hands, to trial, in order to put them to 
death." 

Lord GRENVILLE faid, that the declaration was made 
in the fpirit of the inftru(3:ions, given to Lord Auckland, cer- 
tainly not in the letter, and therefore he was correal in the ex- 
. preflion he had before ufed, that he was willing to divide the 
refponfibility. He would not make ufe of the terms which the 
aoble Earl had himfelf ufed in fpeaking of the paper, but he 
niuft fay of.his fpeech, that, taking away the violence, the epi- 
thets, and the roaring, nothing remained that would take up 
the time of their Lordftiips in anfwering. Whether the war 
was growling unpopular, and whether even noble Lords in that 
Houfe had changed their opinions about it, he could not take 
upon himfelf to fay ; no fymptoms has yet appeared of the firft 
of thefe aflertions, and if noble Lords had changed their opi- 
nions, he hoped they would have the candour to ftate it, and 
give their reafons for the change. The war was an aft of 
felf-dcfence, to proteft our allies and ourfelve5.again(l wanton 
aggreilion ; and he wifhed to know from noble Lords what 
had yet taken place to give us fecurity againft that profligate 
ambition which threatened all Europe with devaflation. The 
noble Lord went at fome length, into a ftatemcnt of the caufes 
that had provoked us to arms, and then proceeded to fhew 

N. 

that the terms of the declaration of Lord Auckland would not 
bear the interpretation put upon them by the noble EarL 
The fword of the law meant no other than the letters convey- 
ed, the juft punifhment which law would inflift on the crimes 
of murder and regicide. It was the clear meaning of Lord » 
Auckland that the criminals who had embrued their hands in 
the blood of the unfortunate Louis, after they had infulted him 
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with the title of King by way of mockery, (for he contended 
that in regal governments it was a falfehcfod to fay that the 
people could confer the fovereignty, or could cafhier the mo- 
narch, on any alledged pretext of offences againft them) 
Ihould be delivered up at the proper time to be tried and con- 
demned to the juft punifliment for their crimes. This was the 
evident tenor and even the text of the declaration. The noble 
Earl had confounded the recital of what Lord Auckland had 
before done with the paragraphs that made the jet of the decla- 
ration ; and if he had attended clearly to the words, he would 
have feen that it meant only that the ruffians (hould be deliver- 
ed up as foon as a tribunal ihould be edablifhed in France 
competent to try and to punilh them. It was a doubtful quef- 
tion in this country, whether by the laws of Britain we could 
deliver up to^-a foreign power offenders who had committed 
crimes in fuch countries ; but whether it was contrary^to our 
laws or not, it was certainly contrary to our praSice to do fo : 
it was not the fame, however, in Holland. Offenders were 
given up by them according to their law and pradlice ; and the 
great argument alledged for the French declaration of war 
againft the States was, that they had not yielded up a perfon 
charged with fabricating falfe ailignats, though this charge 
was only made to get him into their hands, on account of the 
part he had taken in the Revolution. 

The noble Earl had faid, that it was prefumptuous in man 
to fcrutinife the ways of Providence ; it certainly was fo ; but 
if ever the example of Divine vengeance was manifcft any 
where, it was in the prefent ftate of France, where all the men 
who have in fucceflion flood forward in the overthrow of jufl 
authority and law, and order, have, in their turn, become the 
viftims of the anarchy they have introduced ; thus the very 
man who was fentio the attack of the defencelefs Republic of 
Jlolland delivered into their hands the men who gavfe him the 
criminal commlffion, and thus the authors of the diabolical 
maflacre of the loth of Auguft are now occupying the fame 
prifons which they then filled with their viftims, but who,' he 
hoped, would not fuffer the fame fate. He took particular no- 
tice of what his noble relation had faid refpefting the treaties 
with Sardinia, with Hefle CaflTd, and with Ruflia. He faid 
the noble Earl feemcd to have chofen to put a conftrudtioi 
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upon each treaty, which the conditions of each by no means 
warranted. He would venture to fay, that treaties more be- 
neficial to this country never wereconcUided. Where the no- 
ble Earl found any words in the treaty with Sardinia that could 
induce him to entertain fo abfurd and groundlefs an idea, that 
we had agreed to place a Britifli fleet in the Mediterranean 
under the fole command of a foreign power, and that it could 
not, if occafion or exigency required, be fent to the afliftancc 
of any part of the Britifh empire, he was at a lofs to imagine. 
Sure he was there was not any thing in the treaty to bear out 
fuch an extravagant inference. With regard to the treaty with 
RuHia, the noble Earl was equally miftaken ; for if he had put 
his own argument vice verfa it would be ftriftly applicable, 
hut not when he compared the chance of the probable lofTes of 
Ruflia by the -war with the probable lofles of Great Britain. 
Having fully fliewn that all that the noble Earl had faid on the 
fubjedl of the treaties was inapplicable to them in general, and 
to the queftion in particular, his Lprdfliip faid, it would have 
been more regular ^hd convenient to their Lordfliips, if his 
noble relation had given notice of a fpecific motion on the 
(ubjeft, and moved that their Lordfhips be fumraoned for the 
occafion. He poncluded, with moving an amendment, bjr 
leaving out all the words after the words, " prefented on the 
5th of April,'* and to introduce in their ftead, " that the me- 
morial delivered by Lord Auckland is conformable to the fen- 
timents of His Majefty, and thofe carried to the throne bjt 
both Houfes of Parliament ; and that it was confonant to thoifc 
fentiments of juftice and policy which it became the honour 
and dignity of the nation to exprefs." 

Earl STANHOPE contended that the interpretation of the 
noble Secretary was incompatible with the letter of the decla- 
ration. It could not .mean that they were to be (lelivered up 
to the French. It could not be that they were to be denied an 
afylum, that the former declarations had gone to require ; 
but it ftated that there were perfons, namely, the Commif- 
fioners, treachcroufly delivered up by Dumourier, who were 
there in the cafe of being liable to be fubjefted to the fword of 
the law, meaning evidently a Dutch tribunal. He denied that 
the laws of England would fuiFer a criminal to be delivered up, 
and all the noble 3ecretary's defence of the Ambaifador went 
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to this, that he had advifed a meafure dircdtly contrary to the 
law of England. 

The Earl of CARLISLE rofe to notice what had fallen from 
Lord Stanhope with regard to the proclamation that had been 
iflued by him and his colleagues in America. He thought it 
perfectly juft at the time, and had not yet altei;ed his opinion 
upon it. It was true, his Lordfliip faid, that there were per- 
fons who, in their abfence, had taken the liberty to cenfure it ; 
but they had been defended by fome of the firft and greateft 
men in the nation. His Lordftiip thought that it was unfair, 
mfter fourteen years, again to bring that affair on the carpet ; 
and when the Houfe had approved publicly of the afts of the 
fervants of the Public, it ought to fhield them from all future 
attacks. His Lordfliip then obferved, that he (hould vote for 
the amendment, as he was fo far from imputing blame, that 
he thought Lord Auckland had deferved the higheft approba- 
tion for his public fervices and conduft. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, that the motion of the 
noble Earl would have paffed away without much difference of 
opinion, but for the obfervations and the amendment made by 
the noble Secretary. He certainly could not adopt the motion . 
of the noble Earl, becaufe he did not agree with him that it 
was the intention of that paper to take away the lives of the 
French Commiilioners. Thefe Commiflioners had been in the 
hands of the Imperial army, and they had no occafion, there- 
fore, for executing fuch a i)urpofe by this means ; but though 
he could not agree with the noble Earl in affixing to it the cen- 
fure he gave it, as little could he agree in the praife given it 
by the noble Secretary of State. Though devoid of the guilt 
of murder, it was not an innocent paper. It was not merely 
carelefs : it was an aft calculated to inflame the people of 
France, and it was unbecoming the dignity of Great Britain, 
inafmuch as it was a miferable triumph over thefe unfortunate 
men. He would therefore move the previous queftion. He 
would juft detain their Lordfliips for one word more, by fay- 
ing, that he, for one, certainly thought that we had changed 
the ohjcfts of the war ; for if the defence of our allies, and 
fecurity againft the dangerous ambition of France, were not 
the objeSs held out to the people of this country, they had been 
more grofsly deceived than ever they were by the Miniftcr* of 
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Chr^rles II. In his opinion, we had nothing to do with them 
farther : our declared obje&s were attained, and we ought to 
leave them to fettle a government, or to remain in anarchy, 
juft as chance or madnefs might direft them. He concluded 
with moving the previous queftion. 

Lord SYDNEY confidered the French as checked, but not 
conquered. He aiked if he had the good fortune to drive 
thieves out of his houfe, (he hoped he would not offend any 
friend of the French by the term), vs^as he to be told that he 
muft not profecute them, or, if poflible, prevent them from 
returning to it ? He faid, remove the mound that (huts out 
the torrent, and it would prefently carry every thing before it. 
The French, it was true, had been driven out of th6 Low 
Countries ; but they were yet in poffeflion of Savoy, and had 
feized upon that dutchy without any provocation whatever* 
The poor, indej^endent republic of Geneva had been ruled 
with a defpotifm that would have difgraced the moft arbitrary 
government ; and the treaty of Utrcicht, by which we had 
abandoned our allies, as was propofed to us to do at prefcnt, 
he confidered as the moft difgraceful page of our hiftory. He 
confidered Louis XIV., in his greateft profperity, as lefs for- 
midable, to the peace and happinefs of Europe, than the pre- 
fent rulers in France, His Lordfhip moft heartily affcnted ta 
the amendment. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD, in reply, faid, he had no 
doubt but Nice and Savoy might be reftored upon negociation. 

The Earl of LAUDERDALE faid, he could not concur 
with the noble Earl who opened the debate in thinking there 
was every criminality imputable to the noble Lord who figned 
the memorial in queftion, though he had his reafons for with- 
holding his approbation of that meafure. He thought it had 
arifen from momentarjf effufions of exultation on fuccefs ; that 
it was an officious interference, an effort of impertinent pre- 
fumption, and of idle ribaldry. He condemned the memorial 
as a meafure which might juftly alarm thinking men, and in 
that view of it confid^ered it as ill-timed, improper, and rafli ; 
but as he did not think i^ criminal in its objeft, he could not 
confent to fupport the noble Earl's motion, any more than that 
he could bring his mind to vote his approbation of the paper. 
Jic replied to the objcftion made by Lord Carlifle to the recal- 
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ling matters determined ; that he would never yield up his 
right to animadvert on the conduft of public men, however 
that conduft might be approved of by the majority for the 
time being. The conduft of public men was public property ; 
arid it was one of the moft valuable of our rights,, that we 
might, by difctifling and reviewing it freely, cqlleft wifdom by 
experience, and avert criminal examples by correftion. He 
flattered himfelf that Lord Auckland would have himfelf bro- 
ken the filence he had cautioufly held fo long, and now that 
he had got into lefs-dreaded company, would have explained 
the motives of his conduft. At this feafon, and in this place, 
fome of the emotions which had fo long afFefted him might 
fubfide. His conduft, in fome particular inftances, which 
bad fo long kept him filent, had of late received fuch counte- 
nance by imitation, that he needed not now to dread obferva- 
tion. It would be a defeft in tafte now to difturb him, now 
that fo much nobler game was darted for the amufement of 
their Lordfliips — game that had in a herd followed his folitary 
example ! 

The noble Earl animadverted with great feverity on the de- 
claration, as well as on the treaties with Sardinia, Hefle Caf- 
fel, and Rulfia, and concluded with faying he fliould vote with 
Lord Guildford for the previous queftion. 

The Duke of CLARENCE faid, it had not been his 'in- 
tention to have troubled their Lordfhips at all that day, b^t he 
would juft fay a few words, and they ihould be but i^w. He 
had come down with a predetermination to vote againft the 
motion, becaufe he conceived it to be of a nature fo p^erfonal, 
as to be inConfiftent with the dignity of their Lordfhips' pro- 
ceedings \ but he could not affent to the amendment propbfed 
by the noble Secretary of State — an amendment calculated to 
beftow applaufe on a meafure which, however free from any 
criminal motive or bad intention, was not, in his^mind, enti- 
tled to praife. His own opinion was, that nothing cruel in its 
tendency or oppreffive in its nature could originate with a Bri- 
tiih fubjeft, and therefore he thought that the memorial in 
queftion was not the produftion of a Britifh Minifter, but that 
it was written by the Imperial Ambaffador, and that for fome 
political reafons of another nature, which the noble Lord who 
figned it might not be at liberty to explairt, he had ihoughj it 
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expedient to put his name to it. His Royal Highnefs did not 
affert this as a faft, but delivered it as his opinion and conjee-^ 
ture. With regard to the war, that it was commenced on 
the principles of juftlce and neceflity, he had, as their Lord* 
ihips well knew, publicly declared : he ftill retained his opi- 
nion ; but if he was now aflced, whether the continuance of 
the war was any longer necefTary, he fhould fay he thought 
hot, becaufe he h'ad the fatisfaftion to fee that the objcSs of 
the war were obtained. When the war was entered upon, hy 
had reafon to believe that Holland was in the moft imminent 
danger ; that danger no longer exifted, for Holland was- by 
this time perfecSly fafe : he faw, therefore, no reafon for con- 
tinuing the war any longer. Such being his fentimcnts, His 
Royal Highnefs faid, he qordially coincided with the noble 
Earl near him, who had propofed the previous queftion, and 
he congratulated that Houfe and the Public on having witneifed 
that the eminent abilities poflfeffed by the noble Earl's father 
had devolved to the Ton, and that they had ftill the benefit of 
them. The Duke declared, that, obferving fo full a houfe, he 
had taken that opportunity of ftating his fentimerits, and excr^ 
cifing his right as a Britifli Pee^ which he hoped he fhould 
continue to cxercife, in common with other Peers in that 
Houfe, freely. 

The Marquis TOWNSHEND afked if this country was 
ever fo anxious to conclude the war, with whom were His 
Majefty's Minifters to treats Where were they to look for 
the proper perfons to negociate with ? Thofc who held the 
power of Government in Paris were a fet of the moft bloody 
tyrants in exiftence. The Marquis juftificd the war as aftually 
unavoidable, as a war into which the bloody democrats of 
Paris had wantonly, and without provocation, forced Great 
Britain. He reminded the Houfe what the principles were 
which thefe democrats had avowed. They had faid to this 
country, that it fhould have no King, but fhould become 3 
Republic, and had, in fhort, held do^rines tending to fubvert 
all order, and todeftroy all the bonds of civil fociety. The 
Marquis complimented the Duke of Clarence on his arguments, 
but he thought it an impolitic idea to recommend putting an 
end to the war, when there evidently were no perfons in France 
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.ia regular pofieflion of the power to open a negociation or niake 
terms of peace which might fafely be relied upon. 

The Earl of CARLISLE rofe to explain ; his Lprdfliip'de- 
clared he did not mean to aflert that the cohdu6l of public men 
was not to be at all times fubjeft tp publrc obfervation ; but 

^when that Houfe had folemnly and formally decided upon fuch 
conduft, full fourteen years ago, he did thint their Lordihips* 
decifion might be confidered as a quietus or final iifue to tho 
queftion agitated. ' 

Lord AUCKLAND faid, after what had paffed, he fhould 
have occafion to trouble their Lordlhips very fliortly only. But 
he mud begin by denying that he had in any manner pledged 
bimfelf to take part in the debate of that day ; he had merely 
feid, .that he was willing to rely on the deciiion of their Lord- 
fliips, and that he fhould wait for that decifion with chearful- 
nefs and confidence. In that fentiment he Rill remained ; he 
had not, hovycver, come down wholly unprepared on the fub- 
jcft, but had made himfelf ready to juflify the meniorial, line 
by line, if it had been neccflfary ; had he a<fled otherwife, he . 
was fatisfied he fhould not have a£led in a manner due to the 
dignity of the Houfe, or duetto himfelf ; but what had fallen 
from his noble friend, the Secretary of State, rendered it un- 
neceflary ; he would therefore fay a few words upon the fub- 
ftance and the flyle of the Memorial, which confifled of three 
diftindl claufes. His Lordfhip read and adverted to them fepa* 
lately, and when he came to fpeak of the ftylc, he faid it na- 
turally became applicable to the fubflance, and was the fort of 
ftyle in which he ever had fpoken of thofe deteflable regicidesj^ 

. for fo he flioukl continue to call them. He flated the horror 
with which the murder of the Moft Chriflian King had filled 

' the mind of every humane and thinking perfon ; and afked 
what name, or what epithet, was too fevere to apply to thpfa 
wretches, who had fhewn themfclves capable of fuch an atro- 
cious crime ? He therefore fhould perfifl in holding the lan- 
guage which he ever had done tefpedting fuch wretches a& 
Brifibt, Danton, and above all, that monfter of iniquity the 
^uke of Orleans, and he had no doubt but thofe regicidea 
would fooner or later be overtaken with the puntfhment due to 
their enormities. In the motioa made by the noble Ear]> only 
a fmgle paffage of the ]\f emocial was referred to^ and a con* 
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ftruflion given to it that wasfnot at all applicable. The noble 
Earl fliould have looked to the prayer bf the Memori;il ; for 
what was the prayer of it, but to fubmit to the enlightened 
judgement and wifdom of their High Mightinefles to employ 
all the means in their power to prevent the deteftable regicides 
from entering the dominions of the United States of Holland, 
and what other means could be reforted to for efFefUng thiiS 
purpofe, than by telling them, that if they came there, they 
ihbuld be feized knd delivered up to juftice ? This was the 
whole objeS bf the Memorial ; it was not meant that they 
fliould be put to death on the fpot, but that they (hould be re- 
fer ved in cuftody till fuch time as the courfe of juftice ihould 
be reftored, and then put upon their trials in Courts competent 
to that purpofe. His Lordfliip afked, whether every man 
would not agree that murder was a crime that merited punifh* 
ment ? and whether it was not proper that mutdcrers fhpuld be 
tJelivered to juftice ? Ir\ all countries murder was deemed a 
crime thiKt merited fevere puniftiment, and'laws were prepared 
which affigned death as the proper puniftiment. Having thus 
defended arid juftified the Memorial, Lord Auckland faid, he 
wbuld^not condefcend to take notice of fuch words as had been 
applied to the language of the Memorial by the noble Earl, who 
hkd talked of officious interference, impertinence, and ribaldry, 
but would be content with leaving it to their Lordftiips' judge- 
ment to decide between the noble Earl and himfelf to which of 
them fuch language was moft applicable. 

With regard to the allufions thrown out by a noble Earl in 
the courfe of his fpeech, relative to his conduft on former oc- 
cafions, he did not at all quarrel with that praftice ; on the 
contrary, he was with the noble Lord in thinking that it was 
competent for any Peer in that Houfe, or any Member of the 
other, in his place, to animadvert at any time on the public 
conduft of every man engaged in the public fervice. He 
thought the noble Earl was fairly entitled fo to do, and there 
was not an aSion of his life, either public or private, which 
fie ftiould be unwilling to have canvaifed and confidered ; but 
he had much rather it fliould be done when he wa^prefent, be* 
caufe it would be for himfelf to decide whether it was neceflary 
or becoming to reply to any. remarks that [might be made on 
Jiich a fubjed, or whether they deferved to be paiTed by in 
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filence. After the very able manner in which the Memorial 
had been defended by his noble friend, the Secretary of States 
and the poor and miferable reply that had been made to that de- 
fence, it was not neceflary for him to trouble their Lordfliips 
farther on the fiibjeft ; he would therefore confine what he 
wiflied more to fay, to reciting fome paflTages from that very 
proteft which the noble Earl who made the motion had referred 
to, ^nd to which the name of Stanhope was fubfcribed ;. if 
therefore the noble Earl was not immediately and perfonally 
interefted, he had at leaft, by defcent, an hereditary intereft 
in that proteft. His Lordfhip then read the following paflage : 

" The kingdom has long enjoyed a profound internal peace, 
and has fiouri(hed, above all others, in the arts and enjoyments 
of that happy ilate. It has been the admiration of the world, 
for its cultivation and its plenty, for the comforts of the poor^ 
the fplendor of the rich, and the content and profperity of all. 
This fituation of fafety may be attributed to the greatnefs of 
our power. It is more becoming, and more true, that we 
ought to attribute that fafety, and the power which procured 
it, to the ancient juftice, honour, humanity, and generofity 
of this kingdom, which brought down the blefling of Provi- 
dence on a people, who made their profperity a benefit to the 
world, and interefted all nations in their fortune, whofe ex- 
ample of mildnefs and benignity, at once humanized others, 
and rendered itfelf inviolable. 

The Earl of SCARBOROUGH juftified the Memorial ra. 
theronthe grounds of general policy, than with a view to any 
particular point contained in it, and contended, that the war 
had been entered upon neceftarily, from a due regard to the fe- 
curity of the Sovereign of the Britilh empire, the fafety and 
fupport of his allies, and the honour of the nation. Much, 
therefore, as he wiflied for peace, which muft ever be a de- 
firable objedl to Great Britain, he was not eager to end the 
war, before all the objedls, to attain which it had been com- 
menced, were achieved and completed. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR left the woolfack, in order 
to ftate to the Houfe the fituation in which, in confequence of 
the three motions that had been read to them, thq Houfe ac« 
tually ftood. . Firft, the noble Earl who had opened the debate, 
had moved a conftrudion of the noemorial to be put upon it^: 
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which had been obje<aed to by the ndble Secretary of State, 
who had therefore moved an amendment expreffing the appro- 
bation of the Houfe, with refpeS to the memorial and principle 
upon which it proceeded. After that a noble Earl had propof« < 
ed the previous queftion. His Lordftiip reafoned upon the na- 
ture, extent, and application of thefe three motions, obferv- 
ing that the very able, comprehenfive and compleat argument 
of his nobl^ friend, the Secretary of State, left him little to add 
in defence of a memorial, which he was fatisfied could be no 
other than the work of a Britifli Minifter, fince it breathed the 
fpirit of the language that had been held from the Throne on 
the fubjeft of the war, and re-echoed by the addrqffes of both 
Houfes of Parliament. His Lordfhip dwelt with great force 
of argument on the abfolute neceffity of coming to fome deci- 
five vote upon the fubjeft, and fhewed the palpable injuftice of 
ending a debate of fo perfonal a nature by voting the previous 
queftion. The noble Lord who had figned the memorial that 
bad been the ground of debate, might, without any violence of 
rhetorical figure, be fairly confidered as having that day been 
put upon his trial. Was he to be difmiffed without a judge- 
ment ? He was entitled, on every confideration, to know the 
fenfe of their Lordfliips, who would • not do fubftantial juftice 
unlefs they came to a refolution decifively expreflive of their 
real opinion. Would voting the previous queftion be attended 
with a definitive efFeS ? Juft the contrary. It would give the 
world to imagine that the Houfe doubted at leaft of the pro- 
priety of an important ftep taken by a Britifh AmbaflTador in a 
diftinguifhed and an arduous fituation. Was it expedient or 
politic, or wife, to hold forth an idea that any fuch doubts 
were entertained by their Lorddiips ? Therefore juftice and 
policy equally required that no fuch idea (hoiild be counte- 
nanced by that Houfe. In the courfe of the debate, little in- 
deed that immediately referred to the Memorial had been faid, 
but a great deal of allufion to topics wholly irrelative to the 
queftion had been introduced. -. In the little that did apply, 
what was there but vague alfertion and loofe argument, that 
imputed error to the noble Lord in having publilhed fuch a 
Memorial? The general turn of reafoning, their Lordfhips 
had heard, tended to an admiflion that there was nothing cri- 
minal in the noble Lord's motive or his conduct/ and that he- 
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did not deierve cenfure. If the fa£t were fo, would their Lord-* 
ihips ftop at that point ? They could not with jufticc ; they 
mud go a (lep farther^ and confirm and fanftion with their ap- 
probation, a tneafure grounded on theTelf-fame principles that 
they had themfelves, as a Houfe of Parliament, adopted and 
avowed in their addrefs to the Crown in anfwer to the (peecli 
from the Throne at the commencement of the feilion. Hav- 
ing powerfully put this argument as an appeal to their Lord- 
ihips' juftice, the Lord Chancellor took fome notice of what 
had fallen from different noble Lords in the courfe of ihe de- 
bate refpeding the war and the poflibility of putting an end to 
it. He faid, that no man could entertain a more profound re- 
fpeA for the illuftrious perfonage, who had that day delivered 
his fentiments on the fubjeA than he did, fentiments that he 
could not but recommend to the Royal Duke to reconfider, 
confcious that if he did, he would find, they were failinded on 
ideas that were at prefent impra£licable« Another noble Lord, 
the noble Earl near him (Lord Scarborough,) had that day de- 
livered his opinion in fo manly, {o able, and fo eorred a way 
as make him wifh the Houfe had more frequently the pleafure 
of hearing the noble Earl; the noble Earl had placed the ar- 
gument refpefting the Memorial, the commencement of the 
war, and its prefent continuance, in its proper point of view. 
It had occurred to his good fenfe that every meafure tending 
to convey to people, abroad the general abhorrence entertained 
by this country on the atrocious condud of thofe monfters in 
Paris, who murdered their innocent Monarch, was fit and 
congenial to the national feelings of Englifhmen. The noble 
Earl had feen rightly, that the war was neceffary, that it was 
begun by the aggrefiion of our natural enemies, by that degree 
of. madnefs and ambition which far exceeded the ambition of 
Louis the XIV, and that it was in fa<^ unavoidable. The 
Earl had alfo well faid, that the war ought to be carried on at 
all rifques by this country, till its honour to our allies was in 
its fulldl extent diicharged, and their (ecurity enfured. Re- 
garding the whole fubje£l in that point of view, it was to con- 
fider it corredly, and as it ought to be confidered. Some 
noble Lords contended that the obje(Ss of the war were attain-, 
ed, and that it ought to be concluded. He admitted that the 
face of political affairs was much and advantageoiifly altered^ 
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And changed on the continent ; but he denied that affairs were 
fo far and fo efFeSually changed as to render it either prudent 
or fafe to abandon the war, and conchide a peace, when there 
were no perfons in power in France with whom we could, with 
' any fort of fecurity or dependence, open a negoeiatlon for that 
purpofe. Holland, it was true, was then in a ftate of greater 
fafety, than when we entered into the war ; and the French 
were driven back to a greater-diftance in the Low Countries^ 
but were they within their own frontiers, and difpofleffed of 
all their conquefts ? Were they not in pofleflSort of Nice and 
Savoy, of much of the territory of the King of Sardinia, and 
of the republic of Geneva, and had they not armies on the 
Rhine, and in various parts of the Empire, not properly in the 
poflefiion of France? Why then would they draw away that 
force wl^ich confined them to thofe limits within which the 
enemy had been fortunately driven, and break down the mounds 
that kept in and reftrained the tide of their power? How could 
we beaflured that it was fafe to abandon tjie war ? It appear- 
ed to his mind the mod abfurd, the moft imprafticable idea, 
that could be entertained. Having very amply difcuffed this 
'point, the Lord Chancellor took notice of the allufion of Earl 
Stanhope, to his having a few days fince torn the noble Earl's 
motion, and aflured the nobte Lord, that fo far from his hav- 
ing rightly conceived his motive in dating the a£lion alluded 
to, to have proceeded from heat or anger, or irritation, that it 
had proceeded from a paflion the coldeft of any that could be 
fuppofed to lodge in the human mind. With pretty much the 
fame feeling, had he liftened to the remarks made on parts of 
his conduft, by another noble Earl, though he could not fay the 
paflion that imprelfed his mind, when he heard thofe remarks, 
was equally cold as on the former occafion, fince it was mixed 
with no fmall degree of fatisfaftion, on finding that the nobltf 
Earl did him the honour to contraft him with thofe whom the 
noble Earl was pleafed to call his friends. 

The Earl of GUILDFORD faid, he rofe to anfwer a quef- 
tion that had that day been ^nore than once put by difierent 
noble Lords. It had been aflced, with whom were Minifters 
to treat for peace ? In anfwer, he muft fay that their fitua- 
tion was as extraordinary as it was lamentable, if they found 
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enemies to fend armies againft, and could not find out perfons 
fit to negociate a peace with. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that after having made the motion 
herofe to r^ply to fuch obfer.vations as required his notice ; 
andy with regard to what had fallen from the noble Lord, re- 
fpe£ling his defcent and his hereditary intereft in the proteft 
that had been read, hedefired that noWe Lord to know that he 
fould hear with as much calmnefs as any man fiich remarks as 
noble Xrords might think proper to make on himfelf, but ho 
could not fit with patience afid hear obfervations made on his 
predeceffors and thofe who went before him. He defied any 
inan with truth to impute either crime or m;fcondu£l to. the 
noble Lord, his immediate predecelTor, or to apply cenfurc 
to any one adlion of his life ^ and he would tell the noble Lord 
that his predeceflbr*s father was among thofe principally inftru- 
inental in preventing the return of the Stuart family to the 
throne of thefe kingdoms, and feating a Prince of the Houfe 
pf Hanover upon it, of which Houfe their Lordfhips had that 
day heard the manly fentiments of one of its illuflrious Mem- 
bers, fentiments which entirely coincided with his own, as he 
"was perfuaded a continuance of the war, would be one of the 
inoft calamitous circumftances that could befall this country. 
Having faid this, his LordQiip read an amendment which be 
meant to move upon the amendment of Lord Grenville, after 
that had been moved, defigning afterwards, fhould it be car-, 
ried, to move to negative the whole motion. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR then put the motions in 
their order. FirH:, Lord Stanhope's motion was defeated by 
Lord Grenville's amendment. And then, when the queftion 
of the amendment was put. 

Earl STANHOPE rofe and moved an amendment on the 
amendment, that there (hould be introduced before the words 
^* conformable to the expreffions of indignation," the follow- 
ing words — *' Inconfiftent with the humanity and generousj 
courage which,' in all times, have diftinguifhed thePritifli na- 
tion \ fubverfive of the maxims which hav^ been eftablilhe^ 
gmong chriftian and civilized communities; derogatory to the 
dignity of the Crown of this realm ; tending to dcbafe the fpi- 
rir, and to fubvert the difciplinc of His Majeliyls armies, an^ 
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to expofe his innocent fubjeds, in all parts of. his dominions, 
to cruel and ruinous 'retaliations." 

The LOJRD CHANCELLOR read the pew amendment, 
and obferved that here was a fehtehce without a verb. 

Eart STANHOPE faid, he had been accufed of teaching 
the Bifliops religion and the Judges law — he (hoiild now teach 
a Lord Chancellor grammar. If the noble and learned Lord 
had looked at the paper in his hand, he would find the words of 
the original motion, with the wiords of. Lord Grenville's 
amendnient, to ft^nd thus—" is conformable," &C. now his 
motion was to introduce between the word " is" and the 
word " Conformable" the words — " inconfiftent,*' &c. — On 
Confulting the paper, Earl Stanhope was found to be ri^ht. 

The motion on this amendment was then negatived, and the 
motion on the previous queftion being alfo negatived. Lord 
' GrenvilleV motion of praife was carried without a divifion. 
. Acijourned- ^ 

The tORD CHANCELLOR, after a fhort fpeech, made 
a motion to the following efFe£l : 

** That it be referred to the Judges to confider of, and to 
prepare, and early in the next feffion of Parliament to bring in, 
a bill to remedy thedefedl of the law now in being relative to 
imprifonment for debt, &c." 

Lord RAWDON faid he fliould not oppofe the motion ; on 
the contrary, he fliouId be glad to have laid before the Houfe 
the ideas of the Judges upon this fubje6l ; although he had rea- 
fon to fear they would not come up to what he wifhed, or 
what he might think neceflary to prefs upon their Lordfliips* 
judgement; and fubmit to their juftice. He therefore, not 
(landing pledged to agree to any thing the Judges might frame,, 
and confidering himfelf as much at liberty to purfue any plan 
of his own hereafter upon this fubjed, as if this motion had not 
been made, fliould now agree to it. With regard to his gene- 
ral ideas upon the principle of law, as applicable to imprifon- 
ment for debt, he had no difficulty in dating them to be thi^s- — 
That when any man who had contrafted debt, without any 
fraudulent intention, was imprifoned for it, and without means 
to pay, fuch man ought to be difcharged, becaufe^ to keep hia| 
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incuftody, was apunifhmeAt, and none ought tobepuniflied 
but thcf;i who were guilty of fame crime. The Public were 
intcrefted in the prefervation of this principle^^ for to punifti 
where there was no guilt, was a mifapplication of punifliment. 
On the other fide, it was to be obferved, that where any perfon 
had contradled debt under fraudulent circumftances, and being 
imprifoned, and unable to pay, it was proper that he fhould 
remain in prifon, for a time at lead, by way of puniihment| 
becaufe to allow fuch a perfon the fame advantage as an inno- 
cent riian, was a mifapplication of favotir. Thefe were the 
outlines of his thoughts upon this fubjeft ; he fhould wait for 
thofe of the Judges at the opening of the next feflion, and af- 
fent to their plan, if he could conCftently with the fpirit of thp 
principle he had mentioned. 

^ The LORD CHANCELLOR faid a few words, purport- 
ing that the noble Lord did not ftand pledged to any thing by 
agreeing to the prefent motion, for that in the next feflion the 
noble Lord, from a general underftanding upon the fubjeft 
now, might have the firft move, if he pleafed, notwithftand- 
ing this reference to the Judges. With regard to the noble 
Lord's theory of law as to imprifonnrient of any perfon not 
guilty of fraud, and being unable to pay, he begged leave to 
fay he diflented totally from that principle ; be believed, that 
in all laws of all civilized foqiety, where a debtor was unable 
to pay, the creditor had certain power to excrcife feyerity 6ver 
him* 

EaiJ STANHOPE approved of the principles of his nobl^ 
-friend (Lord Rawdon) upon this fubjeft, andthqught the mo- 
tion was imperfeft, and therefore he moved, by way of amend- 
ment to the motion, that the Judges (hould bedifedled to bring 
9M the laws in being under one a6l of Parliament. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR oppofed the amendment. 

Lord RAWDON begged of the noble Lord tq withdraw 
his motion. 

Earl STANHOPE faid, that out of refpeS to his noble 
friend, he confented to withdraw his amendment ; but he aft 
fured their Lordfhips no other man in that Houfe was able to 
prevail on him to do fo. 

This amendment being withdrawni the Lord Chancellor"* 
motion pafled. 1 
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Earl STANHOPE then calle4 the ?ittenticn of the Houfe 
to ihtf fubjed of the treaties now on their Lord (hips' table— •• 
Treaties between this country and the Landgtave of HclTe 
Caflel, the Emprefs ot Ruliia, and the King of Sardinia. He 
obferved, that thefe treaties ought to be printed, jind their con- 
tents made as public as, pcffible. There was one article in the 
Treaty with the Emprefs of Ruflia which required explana* 
tion. The article ftated, *^ That neither of the contrafting par- 
ties (hould lay down their arms ^without mutual confent, &c. 
aindthat the war ihall be purfued by both, until the French (hall 
give up any conqucft they make on either,'* &c. This, he 
(aid, might lead us into a defence of the infamous partition of 
Poland. The inhabitants of that country had lately adopted ^ 
free conftitution. The Emprefs, out of pure love, no doubt, 
to thefe people, had taken a great number of them under her 
own dominion ; we had entered into a treaty with this human*? 
Sippreft, and we might hereafter, by the fpirit and the tenor 
of this treaty, be called upon to fupport her in the pofleflion of 
thefe dominions ; for thefe rcafons, he (hould move, " That 
the treaties now upon the table be printed." 

Lord GRENVILLE oppofedthe motion, upon the ground 
of informality ; for that it/ had never been the pradice of either 
Houfe of Parliament to print a treaty, before it had been con- 
fidcrcd by them, and fomc vote agreed to with refpeft to it. 

The Duke of NORFOLK allowed this to be the general 
pradice, but begged the Houfe to confider the circumilances 
of the cafe. Here were three treaties before their Lordlhips, 
entered into between this country and great and confiderable 
powers of Europe at war with France. Thefe treaties were 
entered into on the 25th of April laft, and they were not laid 
befpre the two Houfes till the 15th of June* Now a motion 
was made that they might be printed, which was refifted on a 
point of form, when, in faft, the motion could not be made 
fooner. What might be the effeft of this ? The Houfes of 
Parliament were to rife in ^ few days, and without exprefling 
their fenfe upon thefe treaties ; during the recefs, the war. 
might be carried on to any length to which the views, the 
i^iflies, the ambition, or the paflions of either, or all thefe 
Courts, might lead them ; and we might be bound by the fpirit 
of thefe treaties, and which, by the bye, neither of the two 
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